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FOREWORD 


Congressional Quarterly is a Washington Service for editors and 
commentators who have purchased reproduction rights to ther material as 
it is compiled and edited. Every 90 days the service will be bound and 
indexed. These bound copies can be purchased by libraries and indivi- 
duals outside the field of publishing and broadcasting, but without 


rights for editorial use or reproduction. 
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Because of the war's disruption to our staff - and to our printing 
and binding - and because the editorial task was even greater than we 
anticipated - the four vclumes of 1945 Congressional Quarterlies go to 
press almost simultaneously at the end of the year. They cover the 


79th Congress from the first day of its first session. To- 


oe 


ill the gay 
of voting records of Congressmen since World War I, the 1946 Congres- 
sional Quarterly also has a table to show how members of the 79th 


Congress voted on the most controversial issues from 1919 to 1946. 


The 1946 Congressional Quarterly, in addition to the features con- 
tained in this volume, will cover committees and their actions. The 
194€ Congressional Quarterly also will attempt to record the statements 


and attitudes of lobbies and pressure groups on Capftol Hill. 


The Congressional Quarterly service was created to fill a need 
working newspapermen so often experience when they want past or even 
recent data on Congress. Only by condensing, and compiling, and 


organizing the day-to-day story can the job be done. It's a full time 
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job, and a big one for a number of people - if the whole range of reader 
interest is covered. No busy reporter can do this. No bureau can do 

it and cover the spot news of Washington. One of the country's foremost 
newspapers, with a celebrated morgue, asked us to compile the whole pre- 
Pearl Harbor defense story of debate and voting records of Congressmen. 
Congressional Quarterly will make such requests unnecessary in the 


future because the material will be in the libraries of its subscribers. 


By providing a link between the local newspaper and Capitol Hill we 
hope Congressional Quarterly can help to make public opinion the only 
effective pressure group in the country. Since many citizens other than 
editors are also interested in Congress, we hope that they too will find 
Congressional Quarterly an aid to a better understanding of their 


government. 


Congressional Quarterly presents the facts-in as complete, concise 
and unbiased form as we know how. The editorial comment on the acts and 


votes of Congress, we leave to our subscribers. 


Henrietta and Nelson Poynter 


Washington, D.C., December 1945. 
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NOTE 


The CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY uses the voting terms as they appear 
in the Congressional Record. While these are generally familiar to 
news papermen, the following definitions may be useful to those who do j 
not follow Congressional action regularly. 


VOICE VOTE: Members answer "yea" or "nay" in chorus, and the Speaker of 
the House or the President of the Senate decides the result. 


Division: In either House or Senate, members stand in response to "yea" 
or "nay" and are counted, but not recorded individually. 


TELLER VOTE: In the House, members file past the clerks or tellers, with 
"yea" on one side and "nay" on the other, and are counted 
but not recorded individually. 


YEAS AND WAYS: In either House or Senate, members respond individually 
(Record vote) when their names are called, and are recorded. 





POINT OF ORDER: The Speaker of the House or the President of the Senate 
may rule that an amendment offered to a pending bill is 

not in order and cannot be considered. For example, amendments involving 

legislation are not in order when offered to appropriation bills. 


GERMANE: Virtually the same as Point of Order against an amendment. In 

the House particularly, the conditions for consideration of a 
bill as prescribed by the Rules Committee may exclude amendments which 
are not "germane" -- meaning amendments which do not deal directly with 
the subject of the bill. 


WITHOUT OBJECTION: Motions or amendments may be accepted without a vote, 
in either House or Senate, if no member voices an 
ob jection. 
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COMPOSITION OF THE SEVENTY-NINTH CONGRESS 


More than forty-five million votes were cast for candidates for 
Congress in the election of November 7, 1944 (September 1] in Maine). 
This was a larger vote than in any previous year except 1%0. 


In winning re-election, President Franklin D. Roosevelt carried in- 
to office with him an increased Democratic majority in the House of 
Representatives. The political division of the Senate at the opening 
of the 79th Congress was exactly the same as at the opening of the 7&th 
Congress two years before, although there had been a number of changes 


in personalities and in the political representation from the various 
States. 


The political divisions of the 78th and 79th Congresses when 
elected were as follows: 


78th Congress (elected 1942) 79th Congress {elected 1944) 
Senate 
Democrats 07 Democrats 57 
Republicans 38 Re pub licans 38 
Progressive 1 Progressive 1 


House of Representatives 


Democrats 222 Democrats 243 
Re pub licans 209 Re pub licans 190 
Progressives 2 Progressive 1 
Farmer-Labor 1 American Labor 1 


American Labor 1 


By the end of the first quarter of 1945, the Democrats had lost 
two Senate seats through the deaths of Francis Maloney (Conn.; died 
Jan. 16) and John Moses (N.D.; died Mar. 3), and the Republicans had 
gained two through the appointments of Thomas C. Hart (Feb. 15) and 
Milton R. Young (Mar. 19) to replace them. Two other Democrats who 
resigned, Mon C. Wallgren to become Governor of Washington (resigned 
Jan. 9) and Harry S. Truman to become Vice Fresident (resigned Jan. 17), 


were replaced by Democrats Hugh B. Mitchell (sworn in Jan. 18) and Frank 
P. Briggs (sworn in Jan. 22). 


Two Representatives died during the quarter, one Democrat, James F. 
O'Connor (Mont.; died Jan. 15), and one Republican, James V. Heidinger 
(Ill.; died Mar. 22), but neither was replaced before April 1. Repre- 
sentative Dave E. Satterfield, Jr. (Va.), resigned Feb. 15, and another 
Democrat, J. Vaughan Gary, was sworn in Mar. 16 to succeed him. 
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MAJOR ACTIONS, January-March, 1945 


Extension of Commodity Credit Corporation - passed 
Senate; separate bill passed House; 
conference report approved by both 
houses. 


Nomination of Aubrey Williams to head Rural Electrifi- 
cation Administration - rejected 
by Senate. 


House Resolution to authorize food investigation - 
approved. 


EXTENSION OF COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 


Separate bills to extend the life of the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion and increase its lending authorization were introduced in the Senate 
January 15 by John H. Bankhead, 2d (D Ala.; S 298) and .in the House 
February 6 by Brent Spence .(D Ky.; HR 2023). 


The Senate Bill, authorizing an increase in the Corporation's bor- 
rowing power from $3 billion to $4.5 billion, and the payment of subsi- 
dies not to exceed 845 million up to June 30, 1946, was passed by voice 
vote on February 5 with very little debate. 


In the House, debate was much more extensive and several amendments 
were offered, although there was little disagreement about the necessity 
for cont.inuing the life of CCC. As Majority Leader John W. McCormack 
said, the Congress had already made a commitment to American farmers to 
support the prices of basic agricultural commodities up to 90 per cent 
of parity for at least two years after the end of the war, and CCC loans 
and subsidies provided the means of carrying out the commitment. The 
subsidies were also basic to the Administration's hold-the-line policy 
on prices paid by consumers. 


The bill reported by the House Banking and Currency Committee car- 
ried an increase in CCC's borrowing power from $3 billion to $5 billion, 
as originally requested by the Corporation and the Department of Agri- 
culture. There was considerable opposition to authorizing the full 
amount, and an amendment by Jesse F. Wolcott (R Mich.) to limit the 








amount to $4 billion was narrowly defeated on a teller vote after being 


accepted on a division. 


was as follows: 


Offered by 


Jesse P. Wolcott 
(R Mich. ) 


Adolph J. Sabath 
(D Ill.) 


Jesse P. Wolcott 
(R Mich. ) 


} 
i 
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Frank B. Keefe 
(R Wis.) 


Jerry Voorhis 
(D Calif. ) 


Frank B. Keefe 
(R Wis. ) 


Jesse P. Wolcott 
(R Mich) 


To Provide That 





Borrowing authority of CCC be 
limited to $4 billion instead 
of $5 billion. 


Wolcott amendment be modified to 
authorize $4.5 billion. 


Dairy subsidies be increased by 
$68 million and other non-crop 
subsidies by $60 million, and 
that CCC be exempt from Stabili- 
zation Act requirement for annual 
reappropriation of subsidies. 


Dairy subsidies be put on a uni- 
form basis and frozen for 12 
months after being announced. 


Dairy subsidy payments be made 
monthly on request. 


Dairy subsidies remain in effect 
12 months after announcement. 


CCC be extended only one year 
instead of two. 


The disposition of this and other amendments 


Dis position 





Re jected 


Merch 12 


by teller vote, 


154-125. 


Re jected 
by voice 


Accepted 
by voice 


Re jected 
by voice 


Re jected 
by voice 


Re jected 
by voice 


Re jected 


March 12 
vote. 


March 12 
vote. 


March 12 
vote. 


March 12 


vote. 


March 12 
vote. 


March 12 


by division, 


119-101. 


The Keefe and Voorhis proposals were offered in the form of amend- 
ments to the successful Wolcott amendment, and not to the bill itself. 


During the House discussion of the bill it was suggested that CCC 
ought to be investigated before being extended, particularly to find 
out if there had been extensive spoilage of commodities stored by the 


Corporat.ion. 


edible fats to soap companies. 


Questions were also raised about the alleged sale of 
However, the bill was passed by the 


overwhelming vote of 358 to 8, (see p. 8), with only Republicans voting 


against it. 


After passing its own bill, the House by voice vote passed it again 
as an amendment to the Senate bill, so that a conference could be 
arranged. 
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The conferees accepted the House version, except that the total 
authorization for loans was cut to $4.75 billion, splitting the dif- 
ference between the Senate and House figures. The conference report 
was accepted by voice vote in the House March 27, with practically no 
debate. In the Senate Robert A. Taft (R Ohio) led the opposition to 
accepting the compromise and he was supported by a majority of his 
party. However, the report was finally accepted by a roll call vote, 
47 to 32 (see p. 10). 


In addition to the $4.75 billion loan authorization and the two- 
year extension of CCC, the bill as finally approved carried authoriza- 
tions for subsidy payments not to exceed $913 million for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1946. It also carried restrictions on the con- 
tinuation of subsidy payments after the cessation of hostilities. 
BIBLIOGRAPHY: Senate debate, Congressional Record Feb. 5, pp. 818-21; House debate, Congress- 
ional Record March 9, pp. 1997-2021; March 12, pp. 2078-2108. See also Annual Report of the 


President of the Conmodity Credit Corporation, (Government Printing Office) and U.S. 
Government Manual, 1944, pp. 864, 365-6. 


NOMINATION OF AUBREY WILLIAMS AS REA ADMINISTRATOR 


President Roosevelt sent the nomination of Aubrey Williams as Ad- 
ministrator of the Rural Electrification Administration to the Senate 
on January 21, the same day Henry A. Wallace was nominated as Secretary 
of Commerce. Any hope that the controversy over Wallace would obscure 
the opposition to the former head of the National Youth Administration 
was quickly dissipated; the antagonism to Williams was even more bitter 
than the objections to Wallace. 


While it was charged that Williams lacked sufficient business and 
executive experience to make an efficient head of REA, most of the op- 
position was on a more personal basis. At the hearings before the 
Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry February 19 he was accused 
of being an atheist, partly because he had failed to enter the ministry 
after being educated at a religious seminary. Earlier, he had appeared 
before the committee to deny Dies Committee charges, brought up by Sen- 
ator Harlan J. Bushfield (R S.D.) that he had been a member of several 
communist-front organizations. Along with Bushfield, the most active 
Senate opponents of the Williams nomination were Theodore G. Bilbo 
(D Miss.) and Kenneth McKellar (D Tenn.). McKellar had sponsored 
Williams' nomination to head the National Youth Administration in 1938, 
when he was approved unanimously. 


The American Farm Bureau Federation, the National Grange, and the 
National Cooperative Milk Producers Federation sent a joint letter to 
Chairman Elmer Thomas (D Okla.) of the Senate Agriculture Committee in 
which they said: "Rural people consider Mr. Williams unfitted for the 
position because of his lack of experience in this particular field, and 
because of his unfamiliarity with the problems of agriculture." 


On March 2 the Agriculture Committee voted 12 to 8 in favor of an 
adverse report on the nomination. The committee vote was reported as 











follows: Against Williams' confirmation -- John H. Bankhead, 2d (D Ala.), 
Theodore G. Bilbo (D Miss.), ‘Harlan J. Bushfield (R S.D.), Hugh Butler 

(R Neb.), Arthur Capper .(R Kan.), Tom Connally (D Tex.), Guy Cordon 

(R Ore.), Richard B. Russell (D Ga.), Henrik Shipstead (R Minn.), Tom 
Stewart (D Tenn.), Raymond E. Willis .(R Ind.) and George A. Wilson 

(R Iowa); in favor of Williams' confirmation -- George D. Aiken (R Vt.), 
Clyde R. Hoey (D N.C.), Scott W. Lucas (D I11.), John Moses (D N.D.), Elmer 
Thomas (D Okla.) and Burton K. Wheeler (D Mont.). 


Consideration of the Williams nomination was delayed by his friends 
in the Senate in the hope that a favorable reaction from the country 
might counteract the unfavorable committee report. On March 19, how- 
ever, Senator Bankhead moved to lay aside the Mexican Water Treaty, 
which was then pending. Success of this motion automatically brought 
the nominat.ion before the Senate as the next order of business, and it 
therefore provided the first test of Senate sentiment on Williams. The 
Bankhead motion was passed on a record vote, 52-33 (see p. 10). 


Debate on the nomination occupied most of the Senate's time for 
the next four days. Led by Senators Allen J. Ellender (D La.) and 
Scott Lucas (D I1l.), most of those who finally voted for confirmation 
took the floor to praise and defend Williams, but it was clear in ad- 
vance that the nomination had little chance of being confirmed. The 
Republicans voted almost solidly against him -- 33 against confirma- 
tion and only 4 in favor -- and they were joined by 19 Democrats, chief- 
ly from Southern and Border States. The nomination was rejected March 
23 by 52 votes to 36 (see p. 10). 


ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE FOOD SUPPLY 


A resolution (H Res 195) to establish a Select seven-man Committee 
"to investigate supplies and shortages of food, particularly meat," was 
introduced March 21 by Representative Clinton P. Anderson (D N.M.) and 
favorably reported by the Rules Committee on the same day. 


When it came up for debate March 2€ the only serious objection was 
raised by Representative John W. Flannagan, Jr. (D Va.), chairman of the 
House Agriculture Committee, who said that the proposal would duplicate 
the work of the committee just established for the same purpose by the 
Senate, and that if a House investigation were needed it should he con- 
ducted by his committee and not by a new one specially set up for the 
purpose. 


Anderson replied that the chairman of the Agriculture Committee ap- 
pareritly did not consider the situation so urgent as did other Members 
of the House, and that a special committee was needed to carry the in- 
vestigation beyond the field covered by the Department of Agriculture. 
Although a number of Representatives supported Flannagan's position, 

















the overwhelming majority agreed with Anderson, and the rule under 
which the resolution was debated did not permit an amendment which 
would substitute the alternative resolution by August H. Andresen (R 
Minn.) for an investigation by the Agriculture Committee. The Ander- 
son resOlut.ion was approved on a record vote, 292-7 (see p. &), and 

in accordance with custom Anderson subsequently became chairman of the 
Select Committee. 


PROTECTION OF FARM ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 


An amendment of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 (S 338) was 
proposed by Senators John H. Bankhead 2d (D Ala.) and Ernest W. Mc- 
Farland (D Ariz.) to protect wheat and cotton farmers who shifted acre- 
age to other crops at the request of the War Food Administrator, or 
were prevented from planting because they had gone into military serv- 
ice, from losing their acreage allotments. The bill was presented as 
urgent because many wheat and cotton planters had raised other war crops 
for the preceding two years, and unless the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
was amended they would lose the allotments if they planted other crops 
again in 1945. ‘It passed unanimously in the Senate by voice vote 
January 29. 


The bill was amended by the House Agriculture Committee to include 
peanut growers. Chairman John W. Flannagan Jr. (D Va.) explained that 
while peanuts were a vital war crop and therefore not subject to diver- 
sion, growers who had gone into military service deserved the same pro- 
tection as wheat and cotton planters. The amended bill was passed by 
the House February 7 by voice vote, and on February 12 the Senate, also 
by voice vote, agreed to the House amendments. The bill was signed by 
the President on February 28. 


CONTINUATION OF FLOUR SUBSIDIES 


On March 27 the House by voice vote approved a bill (HR 2775) au- 
thorizing $190 million for continuation of subsidies for flour mills to 
hold down the price of flour. The Senate did not act on this bill, and 
the amount was subsequently included in the bill for continuation of 
subsidies under the Reconstruction Finance Corporation (see Section 
VIII, Taxes and Economic Policy). 





HOUSE VOTES AFFECTING AGRICULTURE 
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SENATE VOTES AFFECTING AGRICULTURE 


|. Bankhead motion to lay aside Mexican 3. Conference report on bill (S 298) to ex. 
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SENATE AND HOUSE AGRICULTURE COMMITTEES 


SENATE AGRICULTURE AND 
FORESTRY COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS 


Elmer Thomas (Okla.), chairman 
Burton K. Wheeler (Mont. ) 
John H. Bankhead, 2d (Ala.) 
Theodore G. Bilbo (Miss. ) 
Allen J. Ellender (Ia.) 
Scott W. Lucas (I11.) 

Tom Stewart (Tenn. ) 

Richard B. Russell (Ga.) 
Tom Connally (Tex. ) 
Sheridan Downey (Calif.) 
Clyde R. Hoey (N.C.) 


HOUSE AGRICULTURE 
COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS 


John W. Flannagan, Jr. (Va.), chairman 
Harold D. Cooley (N.C.) 
Orville Zimmerman (Mo. ) 
Stephen Face (Ga.) 

W. R. Poage (Tex. ) 

George M. Grant (Ala.) 
Fat Cannon (Fla. ) 

Victor Wickersham (Okla. ) 
Jerry Voorhis (Calif. ) 
Walter K. Granger (Utah) 
E. C. Gathings (Ark.) 


John Moses (N.D.; died Mar. 3, 1945)John L. McMillan (S.C.) 


REPUBLICANS 


Arthur Capper (Kan.) 
Henrik Shipstead (Minn. ) 
Raymond E. Willis (Iad.) 
George D. Aiken (Vt.) 
Harlan J. Bushfield (S.D.) 
George A. Wilson (Iowa) 
Hugh Butler (Neb. ) 

Guy Cordon (Ore.) 


Eugene Worley (Tex.) 

Thomas G. Abernethy (Miss.) 
Farle C. Clements (Ky.) 
Harold H. Earthman (Tenn. ) 


Jesus T. Finero (P. R.) 


REPUBLICANS 


Clifford R. Hope (Kan.) 
J. Roland Kinzer (Pa.) 
August H. Andresen (Minn. ) 
Anton J. Johnson (I11.) 
Reid F. Murray (Wis.) 
Cliff Clevenger (Ohio) 
George W. Gillie (Ind.) 
Edwin Arthur Hall (N.Y.) 
Ross Rizley (Okla.) 
William S. Hill (Colo.) 
John Phillips (Calif.) 
Charles B. Hoeven (Iowa) 


Joseph R. Farrington (Hawaii) 


COMMITTEE CHAIRMEN AND RANKING REPUBLICANS 


ELMER THOMAS, chairman of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forest- 
(0 Okla.) ry, was re-elected in 1944 with a plurality of 81,629 in 
a total vote of 702,394. Thirty per cent of the populatim 


of Oklahoma voted in that election. 








Thomas is 69, and at the beginning of his fourth six-year term. 
He has been both lawyer and businessman, and served in the Oklahoma 
State Senate and the House of Representatives before his first election 
to the United States Senate in 1926. 


His voting record is middle-of-the-road, generally following the 
Democratic Party leadership. ‘It was considered liberal enough by the 
CIO Folitical Action Committee to win their support in the 1944 elec- 
tion. Thomas also works closely with farm organizations, and is a per- 
sonal friend of Ralph Moore, who represents the point of view of oil 
interests in Washington. 


Oklahoma is predominantly agricultural, and the Farm Bureau Federa- 
tion is strongly organized. There is a growing volume of manufacturing, 
petroleum and natural gas production. Labor organization is growing but 
not politically strong. 

ARTHUR CAPPER, ranking Republican member of the Senate Agriculture and 
(R Kan.) Forestry Committee, was re-elected in 1942 with a plural- 
ity of 8&3,€22 in a total vote of 4&,49€. Forty-one per 
cent of Kansas' population voted in the 1944 election. 


Capper is 80 and in his fifth six-year term in the Senate. He had 
previously been Governor of Kansas for two terms. Starting his career 
as a typesetter on the Topeka Daily Capital, he became and still is owner 
and publisher of that newspaper. His voting record is middle-of-the- 
road conservative; he is influential in the farm bloc and frequently 
reads statements from the Farm Bureau Federation into the Congressional 
Record. He has been for United Nations cooperation, but against an in- 
ternational police force. Early in 1940 he told Republicans that they 
"must take over such part of the New Deal as is clearly in the public 
interest." He has opposed Reciprocal Trade Agreements and a Missouri 
Valley Authority. 


Kansas is primarily agricultural, with scattered industrialization. 
The Farm Bureau Federation is a significant political force in the State, 
while organized labor is insignificant politically. Meat packing and 
railroading are the chief industries. 


JOHN WwW. FLAWNAGAN, JR., chairman of the House Committee on Agriculture, 
(D Va.) had a plurality of 7,600 votes in a total of 


60,317 in 1944. The population of his Ninth 
Virginia District is 360,679. 


Flannagan is 60 and in his eighth term in the House. A lawyer, he 
once served as Commonwealth's Attorney for Buchanan County, Virginie. 
In his voting record he has usually supported the Democratic Administra- 
tion. As chairman of the Agriculture Committee he is in close touch 


with the large farm organizations, and has frequently supported their 
position. 

















The 9th Virginia District is predominantly rural, with over 50 
per cent of the population employed in agriculture. Farm Bureau Fed- 
eration is strongly organized. Occupations other than agricultural 
include coal mining, chemical manufacturing and some logging and paper 
making, as well as the usual retail and service trades. Nearly 30 
per cent of the population depends upon coal mining, and the United Mine. 
Workers have some strength. The District is on the Western edge of the 
State. 


CLIFFORD HOPE, ranking Republican member of the House Agriculture Com- 
(R Kan.) mittee, was re-elected in 1944 with a plurality of 39,813 
votes out of a total of 104,927. The population of his 
Sth Kansas district is 296,118. 


Hope is 52 and serving his tenth term in the House. He is a law- 
yer. His voting record is conservative, old-line Republican. His in- 
terests in the House are largely agricultural. Chairman of the Repub- 
lican Party's committee on agriculture, he frequently inserts articles 
on farm problems in the Congressional Record. He was a member and 
Speaker of the Kansas House of Representatives before being elected to 
Congress in 1926. 


The 5th Kansas District is overwhelmingly rural and agricultural, 
with no industrialization worthy of note. The Farm Bureau Federation 
overshadows all other organizations with political influence in the 
District. 








SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON BILLS 


’ Bill 

Number Offered by 

S$ 338 John H. Bankhead 2d 
(D Ala.) and Ernest W. 
McFarland (D Ariz.) 

S 298 John H. Bankhead 2d 


(D Ala. ) 


H J Res Earle C. Clements 


98 (D Ky.) 


H Res 54 John W. Flannagan, Jr. 


(D Va.) 


H J Res John W. Flannagan, Jr. 


106 (D Va.) 


HR 1534 Compton I. White 


(D Ida.) 


H Con Rss William Lemke 


29 (R N.D.) 


BR 2775 Brent Spence 


(D Ky.) 


H Res 195 Clinton P. Anderson 


(D N.M.) 


AFFECTING AGRICULTURE 
JANUARY-MARCH 1945 


To Frovide 


Extension of acreage 
allotments. See p. 7. 


Extension of Commod- 
ity Credit Corp. See 
p. 3. 


Farm acreage allot- 
ments for barley and 
tobacco through 1948. 


Investigation of farm 
products distribution 
by Agriculture Commit- 
tee. 


Rules for deferment 
of farm workers. 


Payment of certain 
survey costs outside 
general reclamation 
fund. 


Investigation of farm 
deferment and “to re- 
affirm the Tydings a- 
mendment." 


Flour subsidy. See 
> F, 


Special Committee to 
investigate food sup- 
ply. See p.6. 


Action Taken 





Passed Senate Jan. 
29; passed House 
amended Feb. 7; 
Senate accepts 
House version Feb. 
12; Approved Feb. 
28. 


Passed Senate Feb. 
12; passed House 
amended March 12; 
Conf. report ac- 
cepted House Mar. 
27, Senate Apr. 4. 


Passed House 
Feb. 19. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 26. 


Passed House 
Feb. 27. 


Passed House 
March 5. 


Passed House 


March 19. 


Passed House 
March 27. 


Fassed House 
March 27. 


NOTE: Amalysis and votes relating to appropriations for the Census of Agriculture aad the De- 
partment of Agriculture will be found in Section II, APPROPRIATIONS. Proposals to defer farm 
workers are reported under Manpower Control Bille Section VI, MILITARY 
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a 
APPROPRIATIONS 


MAJOR ACTIONS, January-March, 1945 


Supplemental Appropriation for 1945 Census of Agricul- 
ture - passed House and Senate, 
approved by President. 


Independent Offices Appropriation, 1946 - passed House, 
passed Senate amended, sent to 
conference. 


Appropriation for Civil Functions of War Department, 
1946 - passed House and Senate, 
approved by President. 


Treasury and Post Office Department Appropriation, 
1946 - passed House, passed Senate 
amended. 


First Deficiency Appropriation, 1945 - passed House, 
passed Senate amended. 


Appropriation for State, Justice and Commerce Depart- 
ments, the Judiciary and Federal 
Loan Agency, 1946 - passed House. 


Department of Agriculture Appropriation, 1946 - passed 
House. 


CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE 


The Bureau of the Census, with the approval of the Bureau of the 
Budget, requested a supplerentary appropriation of $€, 784,000 for the 
Census of Agriculture in the fiscal year 1945. This amount, in addition 
to funds previously appropriated, covered the total estimated cost of 
the project, $14,684,000. The appropriation was proposed in H J Res 65, 
introduced by Chairman Clarence Cannon (D Mo.) of the House Appropriations 
Committee. 


Congress had provided by law in 1925 for a Census of Agriculture 
every five years, covering acreage of farm land, acreage of principal 
crops, and the number and value of domestic animals on farms and ranges. 
In hearings on the resolution, Director J. C. Capt of the Census Bureau 
explained that the cost in 1945 was expected to be about 50 per cent 
above the 1940 cost ($9,671,840), primarily because it was found neces- 
sary to pay higher wages to enumerators. Capt said that to obtain the 
27,000 field workers - a large proportion of whom would be farmers - the 
average wage had to be raised from between 50 and €0 cents an hour in 
1940 to about 90 cents in 1945. 





HOUSE VOTES ON CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE 


I. Motion to consider H J Res €5, supplement- 3. Supplementary appropriation (H J Res 9% 
ary appropriation for Census of Agricul- of $6,784,000 to complete the 1945 Ce 
ture. Fassed Feb. €, 198-160. of Agriculture. Passed Feb. 7, 198-17), 


2. Taber motion to recommit, with instruc- 
tions to forbid deferment of census-takers. 
Defeated Feb. 7, 193-179. 


KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay;.Y-Yea; GP-General Pair; PY-Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-AbDsent, not voting; AY—Announced ¢ 
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As reported from the Appropriations Committee, H J Res & carried 
exactly the $6,784,000 requested by the Census Bureau. Debate on the 
House floor centered upon questions as to the value of the work in re- 
lation to the manpower shortage, and to rapidly changing farm conditions 
which might make the compilation valueless by the time it was completed. 


Division of opinion was primarily on party lines. Representative 
Frederick Smith (R Ohio) asked: "Is not this part of what we might call 
the Gosplan, the same as Russia has?" Representative Leonard Allen 
(D La.) replied, "It is not a New Deal measure." 


There were three roll call votes in the House, on February € and 
7. First, a resolution to consider the bill was approved by 198 votes 
to 160. The second vote came on a motion by Representative John Taber 
(R N.Y.) to recommit the bill to committee with instructions that it be 
reported back with an amendment providing that no one working on the 
Census of Agriculture should receive an occupational deferment from 
Selective Service. This was defeated 193 to 179. The bill itself was 
then passed, 19&§ to 171. There was practically no deviation from party 
lines on any of the three votes (see p. 16). 


The appropriation for the Census of Agriculture was passed by voice 
vote in the Senate February 19, with little debate and no change. It was 
signed by the Fresident February 28. 


INDEPENDENT OFFICES 


The Independent Offices Appropriation Bill is an annual catchall 
which carries funds for permanent Federal agencies not included in the 
Departments headed by Cabinet Officers. Among them are the Tennessee 
Valley Authority, United States Maritime Commission, National Housing 
Agency, Veterans Administration, Federal Works Agency, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Federal Fower Commission, Federal Trade Commission, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Civil Service Commission, Bureau of the 
Budget, General Accounting Office, Federal Communications Conmission, 
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics. Also included are funds for 
penalty mail (free government mail) and various wholly owned government 
corporations. 


Budget estimate for these agencies for Fiscal Year 1946 was 
$3,295 million; the House Appropriations Committee in preparing HR 1984 
reduced the amount to $3,218 million, which was about $5 million less 
than had been appropriated for the same agencies the year before. 


When the bill was discussed on the floor of the House February 
7-8, a number of arendments were offered, most of them minor changes 
in amounts for specific agencies, or amendments to perfect the language 
introduced by Representative Clifton A. Woodrum (D Va.), who handled 

















the bill for the Appropriations Committee. The amendment which aroused 
most controversy, offered by Representative Cleveland M. Bailey (D W.Va.) 
would have increased the amount made available for advance planning of 
postwar public works through the Federal Works Agency from $5 million to 
$25 million. Although Woodrum explained that the $5 million was a "to- 
ken" appropriation, he argued that it should not be increased until there 
was more evidence of the need for such funds. The Bureau of the Budget 
had recommended $77,800,000 for this purpose. After considerable dis- 
cusion, the Bailey amendment was rejected on a division, 114 votes to 76. 


The various minor and perfecting amendments were accepted in a body, 
and the bill was then passed February 8 by voice vote, substantially as 
it had been reported by the Appropriations Committee. 


INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION IN THE SENATE 


The bill was reported March 10 by the Senate Appropriations Conmit- 
tee with many minor changes from the House version, most of which made 
small reductions in the amounts approved by the House. 


On the controversial postwar planning fund, the Committee had heard 
testimony in favor of a $75 million appropriation from the Associated 
General Contractors of America, the American Institute of Architects, 
The American Society of Civil Engineers, and New York's Mayor F. H. 
LaGuardia on behalf of the U. S. Conference of Mayors. The Committee 
compromised and offered on the floor of the Senate March 13 an amendment 
to raise the amount from $5 million to $35 million. Senator Robert M. 
La Follette, Jr., (Prog Wis.) proposed an amendment to the amendment, 
raising the fund to $50 million, and following an encouraging speech by 
Majority Leader Alben W. Barkley (D Ky.), he changed it to $75 million. 
After lengthy debate, the La Follette amendment was defeated by 42 votes 
to 31 (see p. 20), with Republicans voting almost solidly against it. 
When La Follette tried again with $50 million, the proposal was defeated 
by voice vote, after which the committee amendment setting the amount at 
$35 million was agreed to, also by voice vote. 


Continuing this controversy, Senator Kenneth McKellar (D Tenn.), 
who had voted for the La Follette amendment, proposed to require that 
only $5 million should be available for direct loans or advances or 
grants, and that the remaining $30 million should be available only on 
condition that States or localities drawing against the fund should 
contribute an equal amount themselves. McKellar argued that his amend- 
ment would increase the total amount spent for planning of postwar pub- 
lic works projects. Acceptance of the McKellar amendment, which would 
have incorporated a legislative provision in the appropriation bill, 
would have required suspension of the rules of the Senate by a two- 
thirds vote. His motion to suspend the rules failed to obtain even a 
majority, and was defeated 43 votes to 28 (see p. 20). 





SENATE VOTES ON INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION 


I. La Follette amendment to HR 1984 to 2. McKellar motion to suspend rules to perm 
raise fund for planning of postwar amendment which would require States to 
public works from Senate Committee's match $30 million of $35 million postwar 
$35 million to $75 million. Rejected planning fund. Rejected March 13, 43-28, 
March 13, 42-31. 
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A proposed amendment by Senator Leverett Saltonstall (R Wass.) 
which would have restricted availability of the planning fund to States: 
which had set up an overall State planning agency was debated at some 
length, and defeated by voice vote. 


An amendment by Senator La Follette to protect the status of per- 
manent civil service employees who had filled temporary positions dur- 
ing the war against displacement by returning veterans was accepted by 
vaice vote, as were a number of minor committee amendments making small 
changes in the amounts of specific appropriations. 


An amendment by Senator McKellar providing that none of the funds 
should be made available for building highways in foreign countries 
(primarily directed at the Pan American Highway) unless the countries 
agreed to impose no discriminatory tax on use of the highways, was ac- 
cepted March 15 by voice vote. 


Another NcKellar amendment which was the subject of considerable 
publicity allowed the citizens of Kennebunkport, Maine, to put a new 
mural in their Fost Office to replace a WFA painting which they found 
distasteful. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate suspended its rules and accepted 
an amendment by Senators Kenneth S. Wherry (R Neb.) and Burnet R. Way- 
bank (D S.C.) to assist veterans in obtaining priorities for materials 
with which to build homes. 


After some general discussion of the merits and demerits of the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, the Independent Offices Appropriation Bill 
as amended passed the Senate by voice vote March 15, and arrangements 
were made for a conference with the House to discuss the amendments. 
The conference report was not submitted by the end of the quarter. 


APPROPRIATION FOR CIVIL FUNCTIONS OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT 


The bill (HR 2126) providing appropriations for the civil functions 
of the War Department was passed by voice vote in the House February 13. 
The only controversy which developed came on amendments offered by Rep- 
resentative Robert F. Rich (R Pa.) to reduce the amount appropriated for 
flood control, and specifically for Mississippi River flood control, on 
the grounds that they could be postponed until after the war. This was 
denied by representatives from the States affected, and both amendments 
were rejected by voice vote. The bill as passed provided a total of 
$99,165, 940. 


The Senate Appropriations Committee raised the amount to $112,450- 
940, and the amended bill passed the Senate March 12 without debate. In 
conference the House receded from its disagreement, and the conference 
report carrying the amount approved by the Senate was accepted by both 
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houses March 21. There was no record vote at any stage of the bill's 
progress. It was signed by the Pres ident Merch 31. 


HR 2126 as approved carried appropriations for the following 
purposes: 


Nat.ional cemeteries ........ . - $1,658,700 
Alaska communications ........-. 227, 840 
Rivers and Harbors ......... « 44,508,000 
Flood control . . . « « + + © « 0 © « « 56,734,000 
U. @. Seseiores Bem. . « 2s 20sec « 1,813,000 
ee GA ke te ow + 2 Oe 





$112,450, 940 


TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION 


As reported by the House Appropriations Committee February 19, 
HR 2252 proposed appropriations of $1,342,813,090 for the Treasury and 
Fost Office Departments in the fiscal year 194€. The sum was divided: 


Post Office Department ..... . $1,057,049,290 
Treasury Department ......e. 2&5, 763, 800 


The proposed appropriation evoked little argument in either house, 


It was passed by voice vote in the House of Representatives February 21 
without amendment. 


The Senate Appropriations Committee added more than a score of 
amendments, most of them minor increases. On the Senate floor, as 
in the House, discussion was directed chiefly to the surplus property 
disposal functions of the Treasury Department and without objection 
the Senate accepted an amendment by Senator Carl Hayden (D Ariz.) re- 
quiring that all property disposal by the Procurement Division of the 
Treasury must be approved by the Surplus Froperty Board. This was 
adopted as a temporary measure, pending further consideration of the 
whole question of surplus property disposal. The Senate also cut 
$100,000 from the appropriation for the Frocurement Division's surplus 
property disposal program, and passed the bill by voice vote March 30. 
It was awaiting conference action as the quarter ended. 


FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION 


The First Deficiency Appropriation Bill (HR 2374) carried special 
and supplementary appropriations for a wide variety of agencies and pur- 
poses, from Indian schools to the payment of $10,000 to the widows of 
Senators and Representatives who had died. 


The item which occasioned most debate in both houses was $84,373,000 
to the National Housing Agency for war housing. Representative John 
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Taber (R N.Y.) offered an amendment which would have cut this to 
$42,000,000, but it was defeated March 2 on a division, 76/47. 


On the previous day (March 1) an Appropriations Committee proposal 
to increase to $85 million the limitation of $80 millton on contributions 
to public and private agencies for the maintenance and operation of pub- 
lic works was stricken from the bill on a paint of order raised by Rep- 
resentative Taber. Greater flexibility in the use of the $80 million 
was then provided by an amendment offered by Representative Fritz G. 
Lanham (D Tex.), which was passed on a division, 92-71. 


Another amendmen? by Francis Case (R S.D.) providing that certain 
wages paid to recipients of old age pensions should not be deducted from 
their allowance, in order to permit them to engage in part-time nursing, 
was passed on a vadice vote without objection. 


After disposal of these amendments, the bill was passed by voice 
vote in the House March 2, 


Najor change in the bill by the Senate Appropriations Committee 
was the addition of an item of $256, 764,881 to restore the capital im- 
pairment of the Commodity Credit Corporation. About fifty other changes 
consisted chiefly of minor increases in amounts, and a new item for the 
Office of the High Commissioner of the Philippines. The bill and all the 
committee amendments were passed by voice vote in the Senate Merch 26, 
with very little discussion, and the House was requested to agree to a 
conference. 


To provide certain funds by April 15 when they would be needed, cer- 
tain items were withdrawn from the First Deficiency Bill and passea 
separately by both House and Senate March 26 in H J Res 141. The total 
amount was $4,292,500, chiefly for clerk hire in the House, printing for 
Veterans Administration, and special items for the Department of Agricul- 
ture and the Post Office Department. This resolution was signed by the 
President March 268. 


APPROPRIATION FOR STATE, JUSTICE AND COMMERCE DEPARTMENTS, 
THE JUDICIARY AND FEDERAL LOAN AGENCY 


HR 2603, reported by the House Appropriations Committee March 13, 
proposed to appropriate $259,109, 700 for the three departments and the 
Judiciary for the fiscal year 1946, and to authorize the Federal Loan 
Agency to borrow $33 million. The proposed appropriation was about 
$13.5 million less than the amount proposed by the Budget Bureau, and 
about $23 million more than the appropriation for the same agencies the 
previous year. 


The first day of debate on the bill was taken up with general com- 
ments on the need for government economy and some general criticism of 





HOUSE VOTES ON APPROPRIATION FOR STATE, JUSTICE AND COMMERCE 
DEPARTMENTS, THE JUDICIARY, AND FEDERAL LOAN AGENCY, 1946 


1. Motion to recommit HR 2603 to committee. 4 Appropriation for State, Justice ang 
Defeated March 17, 200-134. Commerce Departments, Judiciary and 


Federal Loan Agency, 1946. Fassed 
March 19, 323-18. 
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the agencies involved. When the various provisions came up for specific 
consideration, points of order were raised against many of them by a group 
of Midwestern Republicans including Robert F. Jones (Ohio), Frank RB. 

Keefe (Wis.), Joseph P. O'Hara (Minn.), A. L. Miller (Neb.), and Fdward 
H. Rees (Kan.). Chairman Clarence Cannon (D Mo.) of the Appropriations 
Committee argued in vain that the points of order were purely technical, 
since the House had never in the past taken the trouble to authorize 
appropriations for the various departments by law in complete detail 
before making the appropriations. He also suggested that the items 

cut out on points of order would undoubtedly be restored by the Senate, 


but the objections were made, nevertheless, and were necessarily sus- 
tained by the Chair. 


Items in the bill which were most strongly attacked were $4.5 mi 
lion for the State Department's cultural relations program in Latin 
America, and $1.5 million for a similar program in China. The latter 
item was stricken out on a point of order. 


Ten Republican-sponsored amendments to reduce various items in the 
bill were all rejected by voice vote, as were three by Representative 
Carl Hinshaw (RK Calif.) which proposed to increase the amounts for the 
Civil Aeronautics Authority and the Weather Bureau. 


After the bill had been considerably cut up by the points of order, 
and the amendments had been disposed of, a motion to recommit was de- 
feated by record vote Narch 17, 200 to 134 and it was passed March 19 
by 323 votes to 18 (see p. 24). It had not been reported by the Senate 
Appropriations Committee when the quarter ended. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION 


HR 2€89, providing funds for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year 196, was reported unanimously by the House Appropriations 
Committee March 2], after several weeks of hearings. 


The bill as reported carried appropriations of about $&33 million, 
which was about $141.5 million below the Bureau of the Budget recommen- 
dation, and 36 per cent below the amount provided for the same purposes 
before the war. The committee cuts were made chiefly in the loan 
funds for the Farm Security Administration and in the proposals for ex- 
tending rural electrification by FEA. Representative Nalcolm C. Tarver 
(D Ga.), who handled the bill on the floor for the committee, pointed 
out that applications for FSA loans had decreased in the previous year, 
and that REA expansion was limited by WFB restrictions on the use of 
materials. Major items in the bill were $300 million for soil conserva- 
tion, $50 million for school lunches and $67.5 million for FSA loans. 


A sharp division of opinion arose over the resolution (H Res 194) 
reported by the Rules Committee to govern floor consideration of the 
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Agriculture appropriation. This resolution proposed to waive in advance 
all points of order which might be raised against the bill, thus making 

it impossible to question whether any item had legislative sanction. The . 
vote on the resolution was almost strictly along party lines (see p. 28) 
and it was accordingly passed with the aid of the Democratic majority. 
Representative John Taber (R N.Y.) indicated that opponents of the reso- 
lution had been particularly anxious to make points of order against 


appropriations for the Farm Security Administration and the school lunch 
program. 


Among the many amendments which were offered from the floor, the 
two most hotly debated were proposed by Taber, and would have deleted 
funds for the school lunch program and for the Farm Security Administra- 
tion. The amendment to cut out the lunch program was defeated March 24 
on a teller vote by the minimum margin of 89 to &8& The amendment to 
delete funds for FSA was defeated on a division, @7 to 67. 


All other major amendments to the bill were defeated also, includ- 
ing one by Representative Hugh De Lacy (D Wash.) which would have raised 
the FSA loan fund from $€7.5 million to $125 million, and ten by Repre- 
sentative Robert F. Rich (R Pa.) which proposed to reduce various specific 
item appropriations. The only amendment finally accepted was a minor 
limitation and clarification dealing with administrative expenses of the 


Commodity Credit Corporation, offered by Representative Walt Horan 
(R Wash. ). 


At the close of debate, a motion by Representative John Taber (R 
N.Y.) to recommit the bill to committee with instructions to strike out 
the school’ lunch program was defeated on a division, 159 votes to 58, 
and the bill was then passed by 256 to 16, with only one Democrat join- 
ing 18 Republicans in opposition (see p. 28). It was unreported by the 
Senate Appropriations Committee when the quarter ended. 


SUPPLEMENTARY APPROPRIATION FOR PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


The only other appropriation bill on which action was taken during 
the first quarter was H J Res 100, to provide $184,000 to supplement 
the facilities of the Staten Island, N.Y., Marine Hospital by leasing 
and equipping accommodations for 300 additional beds. It was approved 
by unanimous consent in. the House February 13, passed the Senate Feb- 


ruary 18 without debate or a record vote, and approved by the President 
February 28. 
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HOUSE VOTES ON DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION, 1946 


2. Department of Agriculture Appropr iation , 
for 1946 (HR 2689). Passed March 24, (eee 
256-16. 


0 

|. H Res 194, a rule to provide that points 
of order be waived during consideration 
of Agriculture Department Appropriation 
bill. Passed March 23, 190-150. 
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SENATE AND HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEES 


SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS 


Carter Glass (Va.), chairman 
Kenneth McKellar (Tenn.), 
acting chairman 

Carl Hayden (Ariz.) 

Elmer Thoras (Okla.) 

Millard E. Tydings (Md.) 

Richard B. Russell (Ga.) 

Pat McCarran (Nev.) 

John H. Overton (La.) 

John H. Bankhead 2d (Ala.) 

Joseph C. O'Nahoney (Wyo. ) 

Theodore Francis Green (R.I.) 

Dennis Chavez (N.M. ) 

James M. Mead (N.Y.) 

Burnet R. Maybank (S.C.) 

Abe Murdock (Utah; appointed 
Feb. 28, 1945) 


REPUBLICANS 


Styles Bridges (N.H.) 
Wallace H. White, Jr. (M.) 
Chan Gurney (S.D.) 

C. Wayland Brooks (I11.) 
Clyde M. Reed (Kan. ) 
Harold H. Burton (Ohio) 
Joseph H. Ball (Minn.) 
Raymond E. Willis (Ind.) 
Homer Ferguson (Mich. ) 
Kenneth S. Wherry (Neb.) 


HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS 


Clarence Cannon (Mo.), chairman 
Clifton A. Woodrum (Va. ) 
Louis Ludlow (Ind.) 

Malcolm C. Tarver (Ga.) 

Jed Johnson (Okla. ) 

J. Buell Snyder (Fa.) 

Emmet O'Neal (Ky. ) 

Louis C. Rabaut (Mich. ) 
John H. Kerr (N.C.) 

George H. Nahon (Tex. ) 

Harry R. Sheppard (Calif.) 
Butler B. Hare (S.C.) 

Albert Thomas (Tex. ) 

Joe Hendricks (Fla.) 

Michael J. Kirwan (Ohio) 
John M. Coffee (Wash. ) 

W. F. Norrell (Ark. ) 

Albert Gore (Tenn. ) 

Jamie L. Whitten (Miss. ) 
Thomas J. O'Brien (I1l.) 
James M. Curley (Mass.) 
Thomas D'Alesandro, Jr. (Md.) 
George W. Andrews (Ala.) 
John J. Rooney (N.Y.) 

Herman P. Koppelmann (Conn. ) 


REPUBLICANS 


John Taber (N.Y.) 

Richard B. Wigglesworth (Mass. ) 
D. Lane Fowers (N.J.) 
Charles A. Flumley (Vt.) 
Everett M. Dirksen (I11.) 
Albert J. Engel (Mich.) 
Karl Stefan (Neb.) 
Francis Case (S.D.) 

Frank B. Keefe (Wis.) 
Noble J. Johnson (Ind.) 
Robert F. Jones (Ohio) 
Ben F. Jensen (Iowa) 

H. Carl Andersen (Minn.) 
Henry C. Dworshak (Ida.) 
Walter C. Floeser (Mo. ) 
Harve Tibbott (Pa.) 

Walt Horan. (Wash. ) 

Dean M. Gillespie (Colo.) 
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CORRECTION—Vol. I, 1945: Page 31 
Last paragraph—Strike out phrase, “and a pre-Pearl Harbor isola- 
tionist who has reversed his position.” 


COMMITTEE CHAIRMEN AND RANKING REPUBLICANS 


KEWNETH McKELLAR is acting chairman of the Senate Appropriations Com- 
(0 Tenn.) mittee because of the long illness of Senator Carter 
Glass (D Va.). 


McKellar, 76, is nearing the end of his sixth term in the Senate, 
having been elected first in 1916. He will be up for re-election in 
194€. Total Tennessee vote for Senator in 1940 was 417,230, and Mc- 
Kellar had a plurality of 173,650. Only 18 per cent of the State's 
population voted in the 1944 election. 


Since he is only acting chairman of the Appropriations Committee, 
WeKellar also holds the chairmanship of the Fost Office and Fost Roads 
Committee. He has been repeatedly accused of, and has repeatedly de- 
nied, a strong interest in patronage, particularly in connection with 
his frequent attacks against Chairman David E. Lilienthal of the Tenn- 
essee Valley Authority. 


McKellar's voting record has been generally conservative, but he 
has consistently supported the Democratic Administration's foreign pol- 
icy. He has devoted more attention to the interests of the farmers than 
of organized labor in his State. 


Tennessee, while strongly agricultural, is also one of the most 
industrialized States in the South. Significant industries are tex- 
tiles, sawmills, chemicals, iron and steel and construction. AFI is 
fairly strong; CIO is growing; Railroad Brotherhoods have well-estab- 
lished representation. The Tennessee Valley Authority has in recent 
years been making considerable changes in the characteristics of the 
State. 


STYLES BRIDGES, ranking Republican member on the Senate Appropriations 
(mR W.H.) Committee, was Governor of New Hampshire for two years 
before his election to the Senate in 1936. Re-elected 
in 1942, he had a plurality of 14,945 in a total vote of 1€2,257. 
Forty-seven per cent of the population of New Hampshire voted in that 
election. 


At 47, Bridges is one of the youngest Senators, and the youngest 
to hold a ranking committee position. He is a banker and businessman, 
former secretary of the New Hampshire Farm Bureau and former secretary 
and treasurer of the Farm Bureau Mutual Automobile Insurance Company. 
He is at present vice president of the New Hampshire Savings Bank. 


Bridges’ voting record shows him to be a generally consistent fol- 
lower of the Republican Farty leadership. He is conservative, and a 
pre-Fearl Harbor isolationist who has reversed his position. He has 
shown more interest in the policies of organized farmers than of organ- 
ized labor. 








New Hampshire is well balanced between agriculture and industry. 
Outstanding trades are shoe manufacturing and textiles. United Shoe 
Workers-CIO and Textile Workers-CIO are well organized and politically 


active. Farmers are organized in the National Grange and Farm Bureau 
Federation. 


CLARENCE CANNON, chairman of the House Appropriations Committee, rep- 
(0 Mo.) resents the 9th District of Missouri, consisting of 
13 counties in the Eastern part of the State border- 
ing the city of St. Louis. Cannon was re-elected in 1944 for his 12th 
consecutive term, with a plurality of 6,118 in a total vote of 95,070. 
Population of his district is 214,757. 


Before his election to Congress, Cannon had been professor of 
history, lawyer, and parliamentarian of the House of Representatives. 
He was born April 1], 1879. He has been a generally consistent sup- 
porter of Democratic Administration policy, deviating chiefly on meas- 
ures opposed by organized farm groups, such as the Price Control Act 
of 1941. He frequently inserts in the Congressional Record material 
from Labor, news organ of the railroad brotherhoods. 


The 9th Missouri District is predominantly rural, with over half 
of the population engaged in farming. Both the Farm Bureau and the 
National Grange are important political forces. Industrial activity 
is in small stone, clay and glass manufacturing, shoe making, and iron 
and steel industries. Only important labor organizations are the rail- 
road brotherhoods, a result of the rail network fanning out from St. Louis. 


JOWN TABER, ranking Republican member of the House Appropriations Com- 

(mR w.¥.) mittee, equals the committee chairman in length of service, 

having been elected for his l2th term in 1944 with a plur- 

ality of 39,105 in a total vote of 115,053. His 38th New York District 
has a population of 249,343. 


Taber was born in Auburn, N.Y., which is still his home, on May 5, 
1880. He is a lawyer. His voting record is consistently conservative, 
and he has been one of Congress' most indefatigable advocates of govern- 
ment economy. He singled out for special attack government "pubiicity 
men" and the Office of War Information, and is always ready with amend- 
ments to appropriation bills which would reduce specific items. 


The 38th New York District is predominantly agricultural, in the 
heart of the conservative up-State New York area, and has been over- 
whelmingly Republican for years. The Farm Bureau and the National 
Grange are well organized. There are small manufacturing industries 
in glass, pottery and machinery. There is some labor organization but 
it is not politically significant. 

















SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON APPROPRIATION BILES 


Bill Number 


HR 1984 


HR 2126 


HR 2252 


HR 2374 


HR 2603 


HR 2689 


H J Res 
€5 


H J Res 
100 


HK J Res 
141 


FIRST QUARTER, 


Offered by 


Clifton A. Woodrum 


(D Va.) 


J. Buell Snyder 
(D Pa.) 


Louis Ludlow 
(D Ind.) 


Clarence Cannon 
(D Mo. ) 


Louis C. Rabaut 
(D Mich. ) 
Malcolm C. Tarver 


(D Ga.) 


Clarence Cannon 
(D Mo.) 


Clarence Cannon 
(D Mo. ) 


Clarence Cannon 
(D Mo. ) 


1945 


To Frovide Funds For: 


Independent Office, 
194€. See p.18, 


War Department Civil 
Functions, 1946. 
See p.2L 


Treasury and Post 
Office Departments, 
1946. See p.22. 


First Deficiency, 
1945. See p.22. 


State, Justice, Com- 
merce Departments, 
Judiciary and Feder- 
al Loan Agency, 
See p.23. 


Agriculture Depart- 
rent, 1946. 


Census of Agricul- 
ture, 1945. 


Public Health Serv- 
ice, 1945. 


Special deficiency 
items. see Dp. 23, 
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1946. 


See p.cé. 


See p.15. 


See p. 27. 


Action Taken 


Passed House Feb. 
8; passed Senate 
amended March 15; 
sent to conference. 


Fassed House Feb. 
13; passed Senate 
amended March 12; 
conference report 
accepted both houses 
March 21; approved 
March 31. 


Passed House Feb. 
21; passed Senate 
amended March 30. 


Fassed House Mar. 
2; passed Senate 
amended March 26. 


Passed House Mar. 
19. 


Passed House Mar. 
24. 


Passed House Feb. 
7; passed Senate 

Feb. 18; approved 
Feb. 28. 


Fassed House Feb. 
13; passed Senate 
Feb. 18; approved 
Feb. 28. 


Fassed House and 
Senate Mar. 26; 
approved March 3l. 




















EDUCATION AND WELFARE 


MAJOR ACTIONS, January-March, 1945 


No action of major importance in the fields of education anc welfare 


was taken by Congress in the first quarter of 1945. 


SENATE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR 


DEMOCRATS REPUBLICANS 
James E. Murray (Mont.), chairman Robert A. Taft (Ohio) 
David I. Walsh (Mass.) George D. Aiken (Vt.) 
Elbert D. Thomas (Utah) Joseph H. Ball (Minn.) 
Claude Pepper (Fla.) H. Alexander Smith (N.J.) 
Allen J. Ellender (La.) Wayne Morse (Ore.) 
Lister Hill (Ala.) Forrest C. Donnell (No.) 


Dennis Chavez (N.M.) 

James M. Tunnell (Del.) 
Joseph F. Guffey (Pa. ) 

Olin D. Johnston (S.C.) 

J. William Fulbright (Ark. ) 


PROGRESSIVE 


Robert M. La Follette, Jr. (Wis.) 


JAMES E. MURRAY, chairman of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor, 
(D Mont.) was elected to the Senate in 1934 to fill an unexpired 
term, re-elected in 1936 and 1942. In the latter year 
he had a narrow plurality of 1,212 votes in a total of 166,134. In the 
1944 election, 37 per cent of the population of Montana voted. 


Murray was born in Canada, May 3, 1876. He is a lawyer, bus iness- 


man, and is independently wealthy. His voting record shows consistent 
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support for New Deal measures, and he nas himself been author or spon- 
sor of many New Deal bills in the fields of employment, social security 
and health. He supports the proposal for a Missouri Valley Authority. 
His one major deviation from Democratic Administration policy has been 
Opposition to Reciprocal Trade Agreements, reflecting the position of 
wool and cattle producers in his State. 


Montana is primarily an agricultural and mining State, with lumber 
mills the principal industry. The mining is chiefly non-ferrous metals, 
especially copper. The CIO Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers are the strong- 
est iabor organization, and the Railroad Brotherhoods are also well organ- 
ized. The National Farmers Union has considerable strength. 


ROBERT A. TAFT is ranking Republican member of the Committee on Educa- 
(R Ohto) tion and Labor. Although Robert M. La Follette, Jr. 
(Prog Wis.) is the ranking minority member, Taft would 
probably be first in line for the chairmanship if the Republicans were 


in control of the Senate. 


Taft was elected for a second Senate term in 1944, with a plurality 
of 17,999 out of a total vote of 2,983,219. Forty-six per cent of the 
State's population voted. 


Born September 8, 1889, Taft is the son of the late Fresident William 
Howard Taft. He is a lawyer, and served in the Ohio State House of Repre- 
sentatives 1921-26 and the State Senate 1931-32 before being elected to the 
United States Senate in 1936. His voting record is conservative, and he is 
one of the leaders of the conservative wing of the Republican Party. He 
was actively opposed by organized labor in his last campaign, especially by 
the CIO, but generally receives the support of Ohio farm organizations. 


Ohio is predominantly industrial, but has a large and politically 
significant farm population. Outstanding industries are iron and steel, 
machine tools, wholesale and retail trades, and transport. Industry 
organizations such as the National Association of Manufacturers and 
Chambers of Commerce are influential. CIO Steel and Electrical Workers 
are well organized and politically active, and AFL unions are also well 
organized. The Railroad Brotherhoods are politically important, and the 
Farm Bureau Federation is strong in the rural districts. 

















Bill Number 





E Res 63 


S Con 


H Res 


H Res 


H Res 


AFFECTING EDUCATION AND WELFARE 


Offered by 


John W. McCormack Study by House Education 


(D Mass.) 


Arthur H. Vanden- 


berg (R Mich.) 


Fritz Lanham 
(D Tex. ) 


Augustine B. 
Kelley (D Fa.) 


J. Hardin Feter- 


son (D Fla.) 


FIRST QUARTER, 1945 


To Frovide 


Committee of effects of 
reduced Army and Navy 
training programs on 
colleges. 


Study of old-age and 
survivors insurance 
under Social Security 
Act, by Joint Committee 
on Internal Revenue 
Taxation. 


Investigation of prog- 
ress of defense housing 
program by Committee on 
Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Investigation of aid to 


physically handicapped 
by Committee on Labor. 


Continuance of study of 


public lands use for vet- 


erans rehabilitation, by 
Committee on Public 
Lands. 
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SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON BILLS 


Action Taken 





Fassed House 
Jan. 10, by 
voice vote. 


Fassed Senate 
Jan. 29 without 
ob jection. 


Fassed House 
Mar. 19, by 
voice vote. 


Passed House 
Mar. 19 by 
voice vote. 


Fassed House 
Mer. 20 by 
voice vote. 











lV 


FOREIGN POLICY 


MAJOR ACTIONS, January-March, 1945 


Extension of Lend-Lease Act for one year - Passed House. 


EXTENSION OF LEND-LEASE 


The bill (HR 2013) to extend the Lend-Lease Act for one year, from 
July 1, 1945 to July 1, 1946, and to extend the time for working out 
settlements of Lend-Lease accounts from June 30,1948, to June 30,1949, 
was reported unanimously by the House Foreign Affairs Committee on March 
€, and came up for debate in the House on March 13. 


Unanimity in the Committee was obtained when the Administration 
worked out a successful compromise form of amendment, proposed originally 
by the minority members, specifying that the Lend-Lease Act could not be 
"construed to authorize the Fresident to enter into or carry out any 
contract or agreement with a foreign government for postwar relief, post- 
war rehabilitation, or postwar reconstruction." 


A proposal by Representative Howard H. Buffett (R. Neb.) to add the 
words “or other purposes" to the phrase quoted above was rejected by 
voice vote, after which the committee amendment was accepted without a 
record vote. 


An amendment by Representative Robert F. Rich (R Pa.), which would 
have required Congressional approval of all post-war lend-lease settle- 
ments, was rejected on the plea by Representative James W. Wadsworth 
(R N.Y.) that it would be impossible as a practical matter for Congress 
to consider each of the many agreements which will have to be made. 


Representative Luther A. Johnson (D Tex.) told the House that not 
a single witness had appeared before the Foreign Affairs Committee in 
opposition to the extension of lend-lease, and there was virtually no 
direct opposition in the debate. The bill was passed March 13 by 354 
votes to 28 (see p. 40), and sent to the Senate, which did not act upon 
it before the close of the quarter. 
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HOUSE VOTE ON EXTENSION OF LEND-LEASE 


1. HR 2013, to extend Lend-lease Act from July 1, 1945, to July 1, 194€. 
Passed March 13, 354-28. 
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COMMITTEES ON FOREIGN POLICY 


SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE HOUSE FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS DEMOCRATS 
Tom Connally (Tex.), chairman Sol Bloom (N.Y.), chairman 
Walter F. George (Ga.) Luther A. Johnson (Tex. ) 
Robert F. Wagner (N.Y.) John Kee (W. Va.) 
Elbert D. Thomas (Utah) James F. Richards (S.C.) 
James E. Murray (Mont. ) Joseph L. Ffeifer (N.Y.) 
Claude Pepper (Fla. ) Pete Jarman (Ala.) 
Theodore Francis Green (R.I.) Ww. O. Burgin (N.C.) 
Joseph F. Guffey (Fa.) Wirt Courtney (Tenn.) 
Carter Glass (Va.) Thomas S. Gordon (111. ) 
James M. Tunnell (De1.) John S. Wood (Ga.) 
Carl A. Hatch (N.M.) Emily Taft Douglas (I11.) 
Lister Hill (Ala.) James W. Tnimble (Ark.) 
Scott W. Lucas (I11.) Helen Gahagan Douglas (Calif. ) 


Joseph F. Ryter (Conn. ) 
Daniel J. Flocd (Pa.) 


REPUBLICANS REPUBLICANS 
Hiram W. Johnson (Calif.) Charles A. Eaton (N.J.) 
Arthur Capper (Kan. ) Edith Nourse Rogers (Mass.) 
Arthur H. Vandenberg (Mich.) Robert B. Chiperfield (I11.) 
Wallace H. White, Jr. (Me.) John M. Vorys (Ohio) 
Henrik Shipstead (Minn. ) Karl E. Mundt (S.D.) 
Warren R. Austin (Vt. ) Bartel J. Jonkran (Mich. ) 
Styles Bridges (N.H.) Frances P. Bolton (Ohio) 
Alexander Wiley Wis.) James W. Wadsworth (N.Y.) 

Charles L. Gerlach (Fa. 
PROGRESSIVE Lawrence H. Smith (Wis. 


Chester BE. Merrow (N.H.) 
Robert M. La Follette, Jr. (Wis.) 


COMMITTEE CHAIRMEN AND RANKING REPUBLICANS 


TOK COMMALLY, chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, is 
(0 Tex.) nearing the end of his third six-year term. When he was 
re-elected in 1940 he had a plurality of 918,755 in a 
total vote of 1,037,435. In 1944, 18 per cent of the population of Texas 
voted. 


Connally was born August 19,1877. A lawyer, he served as prosecut ing 
attorney of Falls County, Texas, and for 12 years in the House of Rep- 
resentatives before he was elected to the Senate in 1928. His voting 
record is generally conservative on domestic issues, but he has been a 
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faithful exponent of the Democratic Administration's foreign policy. He 


is an orator of the old school who frequently edits his colorful language 
for the Congressional Record. 


Texas was until recently an essentially agricultural State, with 
cotton and livestock the chief products. Industrialization has beer 
progressing rapidly in recent years, especially since the war. Rich 
oil deposits have made drilling and refining into major industries. The 
oil interests are influential politically, and the CIO Oil Workers have 
a strong organization. The Farm Bureau Federation and the cattle deal- 
ers also carry considerable political weight. 


HIRAM W. JOHNSON was ranking Republican member of the Senate Foreign 
(R Calif.) Relations Committee until his death in August, 1945. 
He had been re-elected for a fifth term in 1940 with 
a plurality of 1,872,855 votes in a total of 2,€04,943. He was not 
opposed by the Democratic Party. 


Johnson was 78 when he died. He had been vice-presidential can- 
didate on the Bull Noose ticket with Theodore Roosevelt in 1912, and 
lost a chance to become President by refusing the Republican vice-pres- 
idential nomination in 1920. His Frogressive record went back to the 
days when he fought the political power of the Southern Facific Rail- 
road while he was Governor of California. He supported New Deal meas- 
ures during the 1930's, but never abandoned the isolationist stand which 
had made him one of the most bitter opponents of the League of Nations 
after the last War. 


SOL 8LOOM, chairman of the House Foreign Affairs Committee, has rep- 
(0 W.Y.) resented the 20th New York District continuously since 1923. 
He was re-elected in 1944 with a plurality of 52,248 ina 
total vote of 123,921. Population of the District is 302,98. 


A former real estate operator who has also written popular songs, 
Bloom is 75. He is a faithful supporter of measures sponsored by the 
Democratic Administration and also votes consistently for bills favored 
by organized labor. 


The 20th New York District is completely urban, on the West Side 
of Manhattan. It includes the bulk of the city's garment industry, the 
theatrical profession and the newspaper and printing trades. There are 
also transport workers and numerous retail establishments. Both CIO 
and AFL are strong in the District. 


CHARLES A. EATON, ranking Republican member of the House Foreign Af- 
(mR u.J.) fairs Committee, was re-elected for an llth term in 
1944 with a plurality of 25,976 votes in a total of 

149,124. Population of the District is 329,305. 
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Eaton, 77, was a Baptist minister and an editor before his election 
to Congress in 1924. A venerable and respected Member of Congress, he 
has supported the Democratic Administration's foreign policy and was often 


in sharp disagreement with Hamilton Fish of New York when the latter was 
in Congress. 


The Sth New Jersey District is predominantly industrial and res- 
idential. A considerable part of the population commutes to work in 
New York City. Main industries are apparel, chemicals and printing. 
There is some small truck farming. Both CIO and AFL are well organized. 
National Association of Manufacturers and Chamber of Commerce also have 
substantial memtership in the District. 


SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON BILLS RELATING 
TO FOREIGN POLICY 


FIRST QUARTER. 1945 





Bill Number Offered by To Provide Action Taken 
HR 2013 Sol Bloom Extension of Lend-Lease Passed House 
(D N.Y.) Act (see p. 39). March 13. 
KE Res 37 Pete Jarman That the House express its Fassed House 
(D Ala.) approval of resolutions a- unanimous ly 
dopted at Santiago, Chile, Feb. 19. 


looking toward an American 
Interparliamentary Congress. 


H J Res 115 Sol Bloom Extension of Mexican Claims Passed House 
(D N.Y.) Commission for two years and Mar. 15; passed 
authorization to pay 40 per Senate Mar. 26; 
cent of certain awards. Approved Apr. 3. 

















LABOR 


MAJOR ACTIONS, January-March, 1945 


Bill to prevent interference with non-commercial radio 
programs - passed Senate. 


INTERFERENCE WITH EDUCATIONAL RADIO PROGRAMS 


Senator Arthur H. Vandenberg (R Mich.) was the author of a bill 
(s €3) to amend the Communications Act of 1934 to make illegal any form 


of interference with radio programs presented by educational institutions 


The bill was passed by the Senate February 1 without explanation, 
discussion or debate, but it was generally thought to be directed against 
James C. Fetrillo, president of the American Federation of Musicians. 


Petrillo had objected to the broadcasting of programs by amateur 
high school orchestras from Interlochen, Michigan, and Vandenberg's 
bill if approved would prevent the musicians’ union from keeping such 
programs off the air if they were sponsored by non-profit educational 
institutions. It would also guarantee the right of school-sponsored 
programs to use recorded music. 


After passage by the Senate, the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in the House, which took no action 
on it. 
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON LABOR 


DEMOCRATS REPUBLICANS 
Mary T. Norton (N.J.), chairman Richard J. Welch (Calif.) 
Robert Ramspeck (Ga.) Fred A. Hartley, Jr. (N.J.) 
Jennings Randolph (W. Va.) Gerald W. Landis (Ind. ) 
John Lesinski (Mich. ) Clare E. Hoffman (Mich. ) 
Graham A. Barden (N.C.) Joseph Clark Baldwin (N.Y. ) 
Augustine B. Kelley (Fa. ) Samuel K. McConnell, Jr. (Pa.) 
O. C. Fisher (Tex.) Sherman Adams (N.H.) 
James H. Morrison (La.) Vacancy 


Frank E. Hook (Mich. ) 

Ellis E. Patterson (Calif. ) 
William J. Green, Jr. (Pa.) 
Adam C. Fowell, Jr. (N.Y.) 


Jesus T. Pinero (F.R.) 


Note: Membership of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor, to- 
gether with sketches of the chairman and ranking Republican member, is 
given in Section III. 


MARY T. NORTON, chairman of the House Labor Committee, was re-elected 
(D w.J.) in 1944 for her llth consecutive term as Representative 
from the 13th Congressional District in New Jersey. 
Her plurality was 51,400 in a total vote of 128,324. The District has 
&@ population of 271,807. 


Mrs. Norton, 70, was the first and is the only woman committee 
chairman in Congress. She has a consistent record of supporting the 
Democratic Administration, and has been a leader in pushing suck measures 
as the proposal for a permanent Fair Employment Practice Commission. 


Her position as chairman of the Labor Committee is natural for the 
Representative of a highly industrialized area. The 13th New Jersey 
District, which is largely in Jersey City, has no farm population. The 
leading industries include chemicals, food processing, railroads, garment 
trades, insurance and wholesale and retail stores. There were 11,0CO 
stores in the District in 1935. Organized labor is very strong, including 
CIO, AFL, and railroad brotherhoods. 


RICHARD J. WELCH, ranking Republican member of the House Labor Conmit- 
(R Calif.) tee, was re-elected in 1944 for his llth ccnsecutive 
term. He received the total vote of 112,151, since 
he was nominated in the primaries by both major parties. Fopulation of 
his 5th California District is 317,22. 
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Welch is about 70 years old. He has voted more often with the 
Democratic Administration than with the leaders of the Republican Farty 
in Congress, and has received the consistent support of organized labor. 
He was one of the few Republicans endorsed by FAC in the last election. 
Before his election in 1926 to fill an unexpired Congressional term, he 
had served in the California State Senate and on the San Francisco city 





council. 


The 5th California District is entirely within the city of San 


Francisco. 


It is chiefly a residential district, with some light in- 


dustry. Both CIO and AFL are well represented in the population. 


SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON BILLS AFFECTING LABOR 


Bill Nurber 





S €3 


S 1&4 


HR 2122 


HR 32 


FIRST QUARTER, 1945 


Offered by 


Arthur H. Vandenberg 
(R Mich.) 


Walter F. George 
(D Ga.) 
(By request) 


Jennings Randolph 
(D W. Va.) 


Sam Hobbs 
(D Ala. ) 


To Frovide 


Fenalties against inter- 
ference with broadcasts 
by educational institu- 
tions (see p. 45). 


That Social Security 
Board give wage record 
information to State 
Unemployment Compensa- 
tion agencies. 


Extension of Act permit- 
ting women in District 
of Columbia to work over 
eight hours a day during 
the war. 


Fenalties for obstruct- 

ing interstate commerce, 
including obstruction by 
strikes. 
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Action Taken 





Fassed Senate 
Feb. l. 


Fassed Senate 
Feb. 1. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 2€. 


Ob jected to 
and stricken 
from House 
calendar 
March 19. 











VI 
MILITARY and VETERANS 


MAJOR ACTIONS, January-March, 1945 


May Manpower Bill - passed House, passed Senate amended- 
conference report accepted by House, 
rejected by Senate. 


Promotion of Elliott Roosevelt to Brigadier General - 
confirmed by Senate. 


Draft of Nurses - passed House, held without action in 
Senate. 


Investigation of Veterans Administration - approved by 
House. 


Extension of Selective Service - passed House, pending 
in Senate. 


MANPOWER CONTROL BILLS 


President Roosevelt's urgent request in his January 6 message for 
national service legislation -- authority to draft manpower for war pro- 
duction as well as for military service -- was only one in a long series 
ot Administration requests for such authority. As early as March, April 
and May, 1943, the House Military Affairs Committee had held extensive 
hearings on the subject. At that time the idea of compelling workers to 
accept war jods was supported by Under Secretary of War Rovert FP. Patter- 
son, but was not endorsed by War Manpower Commissioner Paul V. McNutt. 
The President first asked for a national service act in his message of 
January 11, 1944. In repeating the request a year later, he said: 


"Iast year after much consideration, I recommended that 
the Congress adopt a national service act as the most 
efficient and democratic way of insuring full production 
tor our war requirements... I now again call upon Con- 
gress to enact this measure... I urge that this be done 
at the earliest possiple moment. It is not too late in 
the war..." 


On the day the President's message was received (January 6) identi- 
cal national service bills were introduced in the Senate oy Josiah W. 
Bailey (D N.C.) and in the House by Andrew J. May (D Ky.), chairman of 
the House Military Aftairs Committee. These bills followed a straight 
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*work-or-fight" principle, providing that any draft registrant between 
18 and 45 who left an essential job without good reason or failed to 
take an essential job within a specified time should be immediately 
Classified as available for induction into the armed forces. 


ORGANIZATIONS OPPOSED TO BILL 


Soon after hearings on the bill got under way betore the House Mili- 
tary Atfairs Committee on January 12, it became apparent that a labor 
draft had little organized support outside of the Administration. After 
the Under Secretaries ot War and the Navy and the Chairman of the War 
Production Board, with a few other Administration spokesmen, had testi- 
fied in favor of the dill, representatives of the following organizations 
appeared against it: 


American Federation of Labor 

Congress of Industrial Organizations 
National Association of Manufacturers 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen 
Socialist Farty 

United Auto Workers, CIO 

Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, CIO 
United Electrical Workers, CIO 


The only important non-government organization appearing in favor 
of the bill was the American Farm Bureau Federation, whose representative 
explained their hope that work-or-fight legislation might "be broad 
enough to cover getting workers back in agriculture." The American 
legion sent a telegram endorsing the bill after it was revised. 


"WORK-OR-FIGHT" ABANDONED 


The bill was completely rewritten in the House Military Affairs 
Committee, and reported January 24 as a new oill (HR 1752). The new 
measure, which became generally known as the May Bill, substituted legal 
sanctions for the original work-or-fight provision. Specifically, the 
May Bill provided that all selective service registrants between 18 and 
45 were liable for essential work as detined by the Director of War 
Modilization and Reconversion, and if they tailed to remain "frozen" in 
essential jods or to take new jobs as ordered they might incur the same 
penalties as a drattee who failed to obey an induction order. 


Although the Military Affairs Committee voted 20 to 5 to report the 
new Dill tavorably, several members of the committee who voted for it 
served notice that they would oppose certain provisions, or sponsor 
amendments. On January 26 the Rules Committee sent the dill to the 
floor under an open rule allowing eight hours of debate and unlimited 
amendments. Deoate started January 29. 
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Division of opinion on the bill not only cut across party lines, 
but also found representatives generally classed as "liberal" and "con- 


servat ive" 


on both sides. 


Arguments were directed primarily at the 


question of whether a manpower draft was necessary, and secondarily to 


the particular method of compulsion proposed by the bill. 


Indicative of 


the departure from usual alignments was the statement made by Represen- 
tative Robert F. Rich (R Pa.) in announcing his opposition to the bill. 
Atter reading into the record a letter from President William Green, 

AFL, against the bill, Rich said: 


"I have always opposed coercion of labor, compelling 


them to join labor unions... 


So I do not want the 


CIO or the AFL or you to believe I have to clear this 
with Sidney Hillman, because I am going to support 
now what labor unions want." 


AMENDMENTS PROPOSED IN THE HOUSE 


Speaker Sam Rayburn (D Tex.) and Majority Leader John W. McCormck 
(D Mass.) made strong pleas for the defeat of all amendments, on the 
grounds that any amendment would probably reduce the number of votes for 


the bill when it came to final passage. 


They opposed particularly anti- 


Closed shop amendments and amendments dealing with racial discrimination. 
In all, 19 amendments were offered, and disposed of as follows: 


Offered by 


James W. Wads- 
worth (R N.Y.) 


Charles R. 
Clason (R Mass.) 


Edwin A. Halil 
(R N.Y.) 


Charles R. 
Clason (R Mass.) 
Jerry Voorhis 

( D Calif.) 


Joseph F. 
Ryter (D Conn. ) 


To Provide That: 
No person assigned to a job under 


the bill should be required to 
join a union. 


Workers could not be assigned 
under the bill to any establish- 
ment practicing discrimination 
because of race, creed or color. 


Male nurses could be commissioned 
in the armed services. 


Authority assigned to Director of 
War Modilization and Reconversion 
could not be delegated. 


War contracts be renegotiated to 
limit profits. 


Employers must hire any qualified 


registrant referred under the bill 
An anti-discrimination amendment. 


Dis pos ition 


Rejected Jan. 
31 on teller 
vote, 178-142. 


Rejected Jan. 
31 on division, 
148-113. 


Ruled not ger- 
mane Jan. 3l. 
Rejected Jan. 

31 by voice vote. 
Ruled not ger- 
mane Jan. Sl. 


Rejected Jan. 
31 by voice vote. 








House amendments, continued: 


Otfered by 


Christian A. 
Herter (R Mass.) 


Errett F. 
Scrivner (R Kan.) 


Fred Bradley 
(R Mich. ) 


Forest A. 
Harness (R Ind.) 


Jerry Voorhis 
(D Calif.) 


Paul Stewart 
(D Okla.) 


James P. 
Geelan (D Conn.) 


Andrew J. Bie- 
miller (D Wis.) 


Errett P. 
Serivner (R Kan.) 


Charles R. 
Clason (R Mass.) 


To Provide That: 





Veterans taking school work under 
GI Bill of Rights be exempt from 
provisions of bill. 


All honorably discharged veterans 
be excluded from provisions of 
bill. 


Conscientious objectors need not 
work in plants producing war ma- 
terials. 


BR 1803, originally offered by 
Frank A. Barrett (R Wyo.) and co- 
authored by Charles W. Vursell 

(R Ill.), be suostituted for May 
Bill. Harness-Barrett sudst itute 
would have made WMC manpower ceil- 
ings compulsory, Dut relied other- 
wise on voluntary methods. 


HR 1779, originally otfered by 
himself, be substituted for May 
Bill. This would have given stat- 
utory authority and enforcement 
powers to War Manpower Commission. 


War Manpower Commission instead of 
Selective Service boards be used to 
Carry out provisions of May Bill. 


President could take over and op- 
erate any facility needed for war. 


Workers moving to take war jobs 
might receive up to $300 travel- 
ing expenses for their families. 


All rules and regulations prom l- 
gated under May Bill ve submitted 
to Senate and House Military Af- 
tairs Committees. 


The law should expire Feb. 1, 
1946, unless previously extended. 
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Dis position 


Rejected Jan. 
31 on division, 
120-110. 


Rejected Jan. 
31 Dy voice vote. 


Rejected Jan. 
Sl by voice vote. 


Rejected Feb. 1 
on teller vote, 
187-177. 


Re jected Feb. 1 


on division, 
205-71. 


Rejected Feb. 1 
on division, 
175-33. 


Ruled not ger- 
mane Feb. l. 


Rejected Feb. 1 


Dy voice vote. 


Rejected Feb. 1 
by voice vote. 


Rejected Feb. 1 
on division, 148-85. 

















House amendments, continued: 








Offered by To Frovide That: Dis pos it ion 
Edward H. Rees Section of dill which would give Rejected Feb. 1 
(R Kan.) workers required to take war jobs on teller vote, 


certain rights under Soldiers’ and 167-139. 
Sailors’ Relief Act be deleted. 


Ross Rizley No one affected by dill could be Rejected Fed. 1 on 

(R Okla.) penalized tor tailure to join division, 185-64. 
union. 

Carl T. Curtis No one attected by vill could be Rejected Feo. 1 

(R Neb.) required to join a fraternal or by voice vote. 
religious organization or trade 
union. 


The Administration leaders backing the May Bill had been able to 
deteat all amendments only with bi-partisan support, although it became 
apparent on the record votes that a majority of Democrats were in favor 
ot the pill and a majority of Repuolicans opposed. 


PASSAGE OF BILL IN THE HOUSE 


Immediately after the last amendment was disposed of, a motion by 
Representative Dewey Short (R Mo.) to recommit the oill to committee was 
defeated on a record vote, 230 to 183 (p. 56 ). On the bill itself, 
enough representatives changed their position to make the count 246 to 
167 in favor, also on a record vote (p. 56 ). The number of votes 
against the bill was increased trom 165 to 167 by corrections of the 
record the day after the vote was taken. 


SENATE ACTION ON MANPOWER BILL 


The Senate Military Affaire Committee had begun to consider manpower 
legislation before the May Bill was received from the House. Particular 
attention was given to the question of whether Selective Service or War 
Manpower Commission machinery should be used to handle this phase of the 
manpower problem, with WMC Chairman Paul V. McNutt appearing before the 
committee to champion statutory authority for his agency. 


After approving the original May-Bailey Bill by 6 to 2, the Senate 
committee decided on February 5 to void all its decisions of the previous 
week, and hold closed hearings veginning the following day. Top offi- 
cials of the War and Navy Departments and the Office ot War Mobdilization 
and Reconversion again appeared to urge labor draft legislation, but in- 
dicated Administration willingness to have WMC rather than Selective 
Service boards used to administer it. A communication addressed to 
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Senate Military Affairs Committee Chairman Elbert D. Thomas (D Utah) by 


ye Representatives who had voted for the May Bill also urged greater use 
of WNC. 


At this point Senators Chapman Revercombd (R W. Va.), Edward V. 
Robertson (R Wyo.) and Robert A. Tatt (R Ohio) introduced an amendment to 
the original May-Bailey Bill (S 36) which was similar to the Harness- 
Barrett amendment rejected vy the House. It would have made manpower 
ceilings compulsory where imposed by WMC, and provided voluntary methods 
of obtaining labor. The Executive Council of the AFL reiterated its 


Opposition to the May Bill and endorsed the Revercomb-Taft-Robertson sub- 
stitute. 


‘KILGORE-WAGNER SUBSTITUTE BILL 


The situation was further complicated when Senators Harley M. Kilgore 
(D W.Va.) and Robert F. Wagner (D N.Y.) offered another substitute in the 
form of an amendment to S 36 which would have given WM a statutory 
position and strengthened existing procedures, but would not have set up 
enforcement powers except through application to the courts for an in- 
junction. Senator Kilgore announced that this substitute was approved by 
NAM, CIO, AFL, and the United States Chamber of Commerce. A few days 
later, Senators Joseph C. O'Mahoney (D Wyo.), Albert B. Chandler (D Ky.) 
Joseph H. Ball (R Minn.) and Homer Ferguson (R Mich.) joined in sponsor- 
ing it. The new proposal was similar in many respects to the Voorhis 
amendment which had been decisively beaten in the House. 


Despite continuing pressure from Administration leaders, including 
a memorandum trom the President asking tor legislation "embracing the 
principle ot the May Bill," the Senate Military Affairs Committee on 
February 20 voted 12 to 6 to lay aside the May Bill and consider the 
Kilgore-Wagner substitute. The suodstitute was favorably reported by the 
committee on February 22, but with two important amendments: (1) an 
amendment by Senator Warren R. Austin (R Vt.) providing fines up to 
$10,000 and jail sentences up to a year for violations; (2) an amendment 
by Senator Millard E. Tydings (D Mi.) providing fines up to $10,000 and 
jail sentences up to 5 years tor deferred workers leaving essential 
agricultural jobs without draft board permission. Kilgore said that 
the amendments changed the whole philosophy ot the dill, and announced 
his intention ot working for their elimination on the floor of the 
Senate. Other members of the committee also expressed reservations 
about the measure they had reported. 


AMENDMENTS PROPOSED IN THE SENATE 
Atter several days ot general devdate, the Senate began voting on 


amendments March 2. The following amendments were considered in this 
order : 
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Offered By 


Millard E. 
Tydings (D Md.) 


Robert A. Taft 


(R Ohio) 


Homer E. Cape- 
hart (R Ind.) 


Harlan J. Bush- 
tield (R S.D.) 


Josiah W. 
Bailey (D N.C.) 


Ernest W. Mc- 
Farland (D Ariz.) 


Homer Ferguson 
(R Mich.) 


To Provide That: 





Law for deferment of farm workers 
be strengthened. Tydings had with- 
drawn the disputed penalty provi- 
sion against deferred agricultural 
workers who left farms. 


Fress and magazines ve exempt from 
manpower ceilings under the bill. 


Minimum standards be established 
for rate of production in designat- 
ed plante, and employers and em- 
ployees ve prohibited trom decreas- 
ing or slowing down such production 
rates (two amendments). 


Fenalty provisions which had been 
objected to oy members of commit- 
tee be deleted. 


Work-or-fight provision similar 

to his original bill be restored. 
Ottered as amendment to a substi- 
tute vill by Chapman Revercomb 

(R W.Va.), this Bailey proposal 
was hotly debated and provided test 
of Senate's willingness to accept 

a real labor draft. 


Workers coming out of retirement 
to take war jobs might continue 
to receive old-age insurance. 


Administrative tribdDunals be set 
up to handle appeals under bill. 


Dis position 





Passed March 2 
by voice vote. 


Rejected March 2 
on a division. 


Rejected March 2 
by voice vote. 


Accepted March 2 
by record vote, 
44-35 (p. 60 ). 


Rejected March 7 
by record vote, 
60-23 (p. 60 ). 


Accepted March 7 
without ob- 
jection. 


Accepted March 7 
without oo- 
jection. 


(text continues on page 62) 


55 





HOUSE VOTES ON MANPOWER DRAFT BILL (HR 1752) 


1. Motion to recommit. 
February 1, 230-18. 


Rejected 2. May Manpower Bill. 


February 1, 246-167. 


Fassed 
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HOUSE VOTES ON MANPOWER DRAFT BILL (HR 1752 - continued) 


I. Motion to request conference with 
Senate. Passed March i4, 211-177. 


2. Conterence report. 
March 27, 167-160. 


Approved 


KEY ON VOTING: N-Nay; Y-Yea; GP-General Pair; PY-Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-Absent, not voting; AY—Announced 
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SENATE VOTES ON MANPOWER DRAFT BILL (HR 1762) 


1. Bushfield (R SD) amendment to eliminate 3. Revercomd (R W.Va.) amendment tor indu. 


penalty clause. Passed March 6, 44-35. tion ot registrants not in lawful work. 
Rejected March 7, 54-27. 


2. Bailey (D NC) amendment to Revercomb 
amendment, requiring induction of unemployed 4. Ball (R Minn.) amendment providing peng) 


: ’ : ad March 7, 60-23. ties for violation of WMC regulations. 
draft registrants. Rejecte , Fassed March 8, 40-36. 


KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; Pea ives for; PN—Pai against; a-ADsent, not voting; AY~Announced 
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SENATE VOTES ON MANPOWER DRAFT BILL (HR 1752 - Continued) 


, May Manpower Bill, as amended. 2. Conterence report on Manpower Bill. 
Fassed March 8, 63-16. Rejected April 3, 46-29. 
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Senate amendments, 


Otfered By 


Chapman Rever- 
comb (R W.Va.) 


W. Lee O'Daniel 
(D Tex.) 


Jose ph H. Ball 
(R Minn. ) 


Robert A. Taft 
(R Ohio) 


Wayne Morse 
(R Ore.) 


William Langer 
(R N.D.) 


William Langer 
(R N.D.) 


continued: 


To Provide That: 





A new bill be substituted with fol- 
lowing differences from committee 
bill: (1) WMC would be prohibited 
from imposing manpower ceilings 
lower than 50 per cent of the em- 
ployment in any establishment; (2) 
workers displaced by ceilings could 
go back to original employer if they 
did not find other jobs within 30 
days; (3) dratt registrants 18 to 
45 would ve liadle for military ser- 
vice if not employed in lawful occu- 
pation (the Bailey amendment would 
have changed this to “activity.... 
essential to the war etfort"); (4) 
violators would oe subject to fines 
and jail sentences. 


Extra pay for overtime work oe 
eliminated, Federal and State maxi- 
mum hour laws affecting work on 
government contracts be set aside, 
and closed shop contracts be tor- 
bidden for duration of war (two 
amendments). 


Fenalty provision against employers 
violating WMC orders, similar to the 
one deleted March 7 by Bushfield 
amendment, be reinstated. 


The act should expire June 30, 1946 
instead ot December 31, 1946. 


Administrative tribunals provided by 
Ferguson amendment be placed under 
the Director ot OWMR instead of WMC. 


Firms obtaining employees under pro- 
visions of bill be required to ac- 
cept profit limitation and share 
profits with employees. 


A tax on capital be levied. 
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Dis position 





Rejected March 
7 by record 
vote, 54-27 
(p. 60 )- 








Rejected March 
8 by voice vote. 


Accepted March 
8 by record 
vote, 40-36 
(p. 60 ). 


Accepted March 
8 without ob- 
jection. 


Accepted March 
8 without oo- 
jection. 


Rejected March 
8 by voice 
vote . 


Rejected March 
8 by voice vote. 














Immediately after disposing of the langer amendments, the Senate 
adopted the amended bill by 63 votes to 16 (p. €1 ). The vill as adopted 
by the Senate would have: given statutory authority to the War Manpower 
Commission under the direction of OWMR; authorized enforcement of man- 
power ceilings in areas and in individual establishments, subjecting ém- 
ployers who violated them to fines, jail sentences and income tax pena 1- 
ties; provided travel expenses for workers but not their families; set 
up national, regional and local management-labor committees to advise on 
etficient use of manpower; set up tribunals to hear appeals; amended 
the Selective Service Act to clarify dratt deferment for agricultural 
workers; allowed payment of old-age pensions to war workers coming out 
of retirement to take jobs. The oill provided no penalties for workers 
who failed to take war jobs. 


CONFERENCE ACTION ON MANPOWER BILL 


The House conferees abandoned the May Bill and accepted the Senate 
version with two major amendments: (1) responsibility for administra- 
tion was shifted from WMC to OWMR; (2) a provision was added to permit 
the “"treezing" of workers in war-essential activities, with fines and 
jail sentences tor workers leaving such activities voluntarily without 
approval of the Director of OWMR. The job-freeze provision evoked strong 
protests trom both AFL and CIO and heated debate, with party lines and 
liberal-conservative alignments still shattered. Nevertheless, the con- 
ference report was accepted in the House March 27 vy the narrow margin 
of 167 votes to 160 (p. 58 ). 


Military successes of Allied armies in Germany, on doth eastern and 
western fronts, added to Congressional douots about the need for man- 
power legislation. Allied forces crossed the Rhine in strength March 24, 
and General Patton's troops captured Frankfurt March 29. An event which 
perhaps affected Senate opinion even more decisively was the resignation 
of James F. Byrnes as Director of War Mobilization and Reconversion, 
eftective April 2. Several Senators said that it would be illogical to 
freeze war workers in their jobs if the man heading the agency charged 
with carrying out the treeze could be allowed to leave his. On April 3 
the Senate decisively rejected the conference report by 46 votes to 
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29 (p.61 ). Although the Senate then approved a motion requesting a 
turther conference with the House, it was generally agreed that the labor 
dratt was dead. 


BIBLIOGRAPHY: House Debate, Congressional Record Jan. 29-30 Feb. 1; 
Senate Debate, Congressional Record Feb. 26-27-28; March 

1-2-3, 6-7-8; Monthly Labor Review 60:297-8: Feb. 1945 "Labor Aspects 

of the President's Message to Congress"; Congressional Digest 23:101-27: 

April 1944 "Question of Civilian Conscription for‘War; Fact Material and 

pro and con Discussion.” 








64 














PROMOTION OF ELLIOTT ROOSEVELT 


The promotion of Elliott Roosevelt, son ot the President, trom the 
rank ot Colonel to Brigadier General, was sent to the Senate January 25 
together with more than a hundred other Army promotions. Controversy 
developed because of the story, published the week before, that a Sailor, 
a Seabee and an Army sergeant had been "bumped" from an Army transport 
plane at Memphis because Col. Roosevelt's dog Blaze was being shipped 
from Washington to California with an "A" priority. It developed further 
that the dog had come from England in an Army plane. 


Public reaction to the story was so strong that the Senate Military 
Atfairs Committee decided to undertake an investigation. The rumpus 
subsided, however, after Secretary of War Stimson issued a public state- 
ment that the priority had been granted in "error" and the Air Transport 
Command said that it had not been requested either by Col. Roosevelt or 
by the Roosevelt family. 


The promotion was approved January 30 by the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee, without reference to the dog incident. Chairman Elbert D. Thoms 
(D Utah) said the committee action was unanimous. 


When the promotion came up for consideration by the Senate on 
February 12, Senator Harlan J. Bushfield (R S.D.) moved to recommit it 
to the committee for further study. In the debate, questions were raised 
not only about the priority for the dog, but also about the speed with 
which Col. Roosevelt had risen from the rank of Captain, to which he was 
commissioned in 1940. On the other side, it was pointed out that in 
addition to several commendations trom his commanding officers, he had 
received the Distinguished Flying Cross and the legion of Merit. The 
motion to recommit was defeated by 49 votes to 14. All votes to recommit 
were Republican. The nomination was then confirmed on a second roll call 
vote, 53 toll (see p.66). 





SENATE VOTES ON PROMOTION OF ELLIOTT ROOSEVELT 


1. Motion to recommit. 
Fed. 12, 49-14. 


Re jected 


2. Promotion ot Elliott Roosevelt to 
Brigadier General. Confirmed 
Feb. 12, 53-11. 
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BILL TO DRAFT NURSES 


In his State of the Union message to Congress on January 6, Fresident 
Roosevelt devoted several paragraphs to the urgent need of the Army for 
more nurses. He said that the actual number in service was only 42,000, 
against a stated need for 60,000, and that the net gain from an active 


Campaign of voluntary recruiting had been only 2,000 in eight months. 
He concluded: 


"Since volunteering has not produced the number of 
nurses required, I urge that the Selective Service 
Act be amended to provide for induction of nurses 
into the armed torces. The need is too pressing 
to await the outcome of further efforts at recruit- 
ing." 


Despite this urgent plea, the House Military Affairs Committee did 
not report its bill (HR 2277) tor the drafting of nurses until February 
22. When it reached the floor on March 5, the House took most of three 
days debating the oill and various amendments. As reported by the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee, the dill provided that: 


1. All female nurses between the ages of 20 and 45 register for 
possible induction under the Selective Service Act. 


2. No nurse ve drafted until all available graduates of the United 
States Cadet Nurse Corps had been inducted. 


3. Nurses certified py the Procurement and Assignment Service of 
the War Manpower Commission as engaged in essential nursing 
service would not be inducted. 


4. Nurses employed in hospital tacilities operated by the Veterans 
Administration would not be drafted unless released by the 
Administrator of Veterans Affairs. 


During the debate serious questions were raised as to whether the 
Army had in fact done everything possible to fill its needs through vol- 
untary recruitment. However, it appeared that a substantial majority of 
the memoers were reluctantly convinced that a nurses’ draft was necessary, 
and most ot the discussion centered on the numerous amendments which were 
oftered trom the floor. These were, in the order acted upon: 








Oftered By To Provide That Disposition 
Edwin Arthur Hall Male as well as temale nursds might Rejected March 6 
(R N.Y.) be commiss igned in the Army and by voice vote. 
Navy Nurse Corps. 
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House amendments, continued: 


Offered By 


Forest A. Harness 
(R Ind.) 


Charles H, 
Elston (R Ohio) 


Clarence J. 
Brown (R Ohio) 


Altred L. Bul- 
winkle (D N.C.) 


Andrew J. May 
(D Ky.) 


Joseph P. O'Hara 
(R Minn. ) 


To Provide That 





No person should be inducted un- 
der the bill unless commissioned. 
Later moditiied by unanimous con- 
sent to provide that no one should 
be drafted unless offered a 
commission. 


Recommendations ot the Procurement 
and Assignment Service of WMC 
should not be considered in re- 
classification or review of cases 
under the bill. Elston's argument 
was that under the bill as pro- 
posed the Service would be passing 
on its own prior recommendation. 


"In selection, induction, volun- 
tary recruitment and commission- 
ing of nurses Dy the land and 
naval forces there shall be no 
discrimination by reason of race, 
creed or color." 


Provision for dratting Cadet Nurse 
Corps graduates ahead of others be 
deleted. Bulwinkle argued that 
this provision of Dill was dis- 
criminatory and contrary to pro- 
mise made when they enrolled. 
Opponents of the amendment said 
that the cadet nurses were train- 
ed at government expense and 
theretore had a special obligation 
to serve. 


Wording be changed to define 
"graduate registered professional” 
nurses, and to indicate "State 
accredited" schools. (These were 
merely perfecting amendments. ) 


Any person who had taken vows 
"consecrating her lite to relig- 
ious service" would be exempt 
trom draft. 
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Dispos ition 





Acce pted 


March 6 


6 on teller vote, 


135-98. 


Acce pted 
Dy voice 


Acce pted 
by voice 


Accepted 
by voice 


Accepted 
Dy voice 


Accepted 
by voice 


March 6 
vote. 


March 6 
vote. 


March 6 
vote. 


March 6 
vote. 


March 6 
vote 

















House amendments, continued: 


Offered by 


Sam Hobbs 
(D Ala.) 


Andrew J. May 
(D Ky.) 


Frances P. Bolton 
(R Ohio) 

Paul J. Kilday 

(D Tex.) 


R. Ewi Thomas on 
(D a 


Walter H. Judd 
(R Minn.) 


Ivor D. Fenton 
(R Pa.) 


J. Leroy Johnson 
(R Calif.) 


James G. Fulton 


(R Pa.) 


To Provide That 


Previous enlistments of nurses 
from any area be credited in 
calculating nurse draft quotas 
from that area. 





Quotas for nurses under the bill 
should be calculated in the same 
way as for men under Selective 
Service Act, with similar credit 
for enlistments. 


Married as well as unmarried nurses 
be subject to draft under the bill. 
In place of Bolton amendment, the 
bill be amended to provide for 
registration but not for induction 
of married nurses. 


The Kilday substitute be modified to 


exclude from draft only women with 


dependent children or children under 


18, and women married before March 
15, 1945. 


Language of bill be modified to re- 
move any apparent stigma against 
detierred nurses who tailed to 
enlist. 


Army and Navy should conduct active 
recruiting campaign for 30 days and 
that no inductions take place under 
the dill in that period, or at any 
later time as long as volunteers 
equalled the number of nurses de- 
clared necessary monthly by the 
Secretaries of War and Navy. 


The dill should apply to male as 
well as female nurses. 


Army and Navy nurses be assigned so 
tar as possible according to their 
own requests, and that no nurse be 
denied an assignment because it 
would place her in the same theater 
as her spouse. 


Dis pos ition 


Withdrawn March 6 
on assurance from 
Committee Chairman 
May that he would 
offer similar 
amendment. 


Accepted March 6 
on a division, 
123-3 . 





Accepted March 7 
by voice vote, 
as modified by 
the Kilday and 
Thomason amend- 
ments. 


Accepted March 7 
Dy voice vote. 


Defeated March 7 
on a teller vote, 
139-133, after 
passing 112-93 
on a division. 


March 7 
vote. 


March 7 
vote. 


Acce pted 
by voice 


Accepted 
by voice 


After the amendments were all disposed of, Representative J. Harry 
McGregor (R Ohio) moved to recommit the bill to 2ommittee with instructions 
that it be modified by an amendment substantially the same as the one pro- 
posed by Representative Fenton, which had been defeated by only 6 votes. 
This would have delayed any draft of nurses for at least 30 days after 


tinal passage of the bill. 


The McGregor motion was defeated on a division, 


161-117, and the House refused to order a Yea-and-Nay vote on the motion. 
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|. Bill to draft nurses tor service in the 
armed torces (HR 2277). Passed March 7, 


347-42. 
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2. Rankin resolution to investigate 
Veterans Administration (H Res 192), 
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The crucial House votes on the question of drafting nurses came on the 
Fenton amendment and the motion to recommit, and on neither ot them did the 
Members go on record individually. After they had been deteated, the 
amended bill was passed on a record vote, 347-42 (see p. 70). Principal 
changes from the bill as reported by the Military Atfairs Committee were: 


1. No person could be inducted until after being of'tered a commission, 


2. Discrimination by reason of race, creed or color was forbidden in 
the recruitment, induction and commissioning of nurses. 


5. The provision for dratting Cadet Nurse Corps graduates ahead of 
others was deleted. 


4, Nuns and others who had taken religious vows of consecration were 
exempted. 


5. Nurses married after March 15, 1945 would be subject to induction. 


- Provisions of the o0ill were made applicable to male as well as 
temale nurses. 


The bill still provided that most nurses between the ages of 20 and 45 


would oe subject to induction if they failed to accept a commission when 
otfered. 


WURSE DRAFT BILL IN THE SEWATE 


As in the case of National Service legislation, good news from the War 
in Europe worked against favorable Senate consideration of the bill to 
dratt nurses for Army and Navy duty. The Senate Military Atfairs Committee 
reported the bill tavoraodly on March 28, with only minor amendments otf the 
House version, out it was passed over and never came to final action. 


INVESTIGATION OF VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 


Following considerable newspaper criticism and complaints aoout the 
Veterans Administration, Representative Philip J. Philbin (D Mass.) intro- 
duced a resolution (H Res 172) on March 7 calling for a sweeping investi- 
gation by a special committee. On March 19 Representative John E. Rankin 
(D Miss.), chairman ot the House Committee on World War Veterans' Legisla- 
tion, oftered an alternative resolution (H Res 192) tor a limited investi- 
gation by his committee. 


The Rules Committee reported the Rankin resolution under a rule which 
did not permit either amendment or a motion to recommit. The House took up 
the resolution on March 27. 


No question was raised in the discussion as to the need for an inves - 
tigation, but Philbin protested strongly against the rule which de pr ived 
the House of an opportunity to vote on his resolution as an alternative 
to Rankin's. While he did not make the charge himself, he referred to 
published charges that the investigation by the Committee on World War 
Veterans' Legislation was planned in advance as a whitewash. These 
charges were vigorously denied by Rankin and others. Representative Errett 
P. Scrivner (R Kan.), a minority member of the committee, also promised 
a thorough investigation. 


A record vote was taken because a division failed to produce a quorun, 
and the resolution was approved, 256 to 4 (see p. 70). 
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EXTENSION OF SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT 


The bill to extend the Selective Service Act from May 15, 1945, as 
previously provided, until the termination ot hostilities, was non-con- 
troversial and raised no opposition when it came up for action in the 


House March 23. 
Committee. 


It had oveen unanimously reported by the Military Affairs 


Some Representatives asked whether passage of the extension bill 
might atfect the sections dealing with deferment of farm workers in the 
manpower control bills which were then in conference between House and 
Senate. Chairman Andrew J. May (D Ky.) ot the Military Affairs Commit- 
tee assured them that there would be no adverse effect, and the Selective 
Service Extension Bill (HR 2625) was then passed by voice vote. 


It was reported in the Senate March 27, but was not acted upon by 


the end of the quarter. 


KEY COMMITTEES DEALING WITH MILITARY AND VETERANS AFFAIRS 


SENATE MILITARY AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS 


Elbert D. Thomas, Utah, chairman 
Edwin C. Johnson, Colo. 
Lister Hill, Ala. 
Sheridan Downey, Calit. 
Albert B. Chandler, Ky. 
Harley M. Kilgore, W. Va. 
James E. Murray, Mont. 
Joseph C. O'Mahoney, Wyo. 
Rovert F, Wagner, N.Y. 
Tom Stewart, Tenn. 

Burnet R. Maybank, S.C. 


REPUBLICANS 


Warren R. Austin, Vt. 
Styles Bridges, N.H. 
Chan Gurney, S.D. 
Chapman Revercomb, W. Va. 
George A. Wilson, Iowa 
John Thomas, Ida. 

Harold H. Burton, Ohio 


HOUSE MILITARY AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS 


Andrew J. May, Ky., chairman 
R. Ewing Thomason, Tex. 
Overton Brooks, La. 
John J. Sparkman, Ala. 
Paul J. Kilday, Tex. 
Carl T. Durham, N.C. 
Clifford Davis, Tenn. 
John E. Sheridan, Pa. 
Rovert Sikes, Fla. 
Fhilip J. Philbin, Mass. 
Paul Stewart, Okla. 
Arthur Winstead, Miss. 
Chet Holitield, Calif. 
James A. Roe, N.Y. 
Melvin Price, Ill. 


E. L. Bartlett, Alaska 
Jesus T. Finero, F.R. 


REPUBLICANS 


Walter G. Andrews, N.Y. 
Dewey Short, Mo. 

leslie C. Arends, Ill. 
Charles R. Clason, Mass. 
J. Farnell Thomas, N.J. 
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HOUSE MILITARY AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE 


REPUBLICANS (Cont.) 


Paul W. Shafer, Mich. 
Thomas E. Martin, Iowa 
Charles H. Elston, Ohio 
Forest A. Harness, Ind. 
Ivor D. Fenton, Pa. 

J. Leroy Johnson, Calif. 
Claire Booth Luce, Conn. 


Joseph R. Farrington, Hawaii 


HOUSE COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION 


DEMOCRATS 


John E. Rankin, Miss., chairman 
J. Hardin Feterson, Fla. 
A. Leonard Allen, La. 
John S. Gibson, Ga. 

James Domengeaux, la. 
Clair Engle, Calif. 
William G. Stigler, Okla. 
Joe W. Ervin, N.C. 

A. S. J. Carnahan, Mo. 
Tom Pickett, Tex. 

William J. Green, Jr., Pa, 
leo F. Rayfiel, N.Y. 
Walter 5. Huber, Ohio 


REPUBLICANS 


Edith Nourse Rogers, Mass. 
Paul Cunningham, Iowa 

Bernard W. (Pat) Kearney, N.Y. 
Marion T. Bennett, Mo. 

Errett P. Serivner, Kan. 

James C. Auchincloss, N.J. 
Charles W. Vursell, Ill. 

Homer A. Ramey, Ohio 


COMMITTEE CHAIRMEN AND RANKING REPUBLICANS 


ELBERT 0. THOMAS, chairman of the Senate Military Affairs Committee, is 


(D Utah) 


61 years old and at the beginning of his third six- 


year term in the Senate. In the 1944 election he won 
with a plurality of 49,216 votes out of a total of 246,260. 


Thomas has a scholarly background, with a Ph.D. and two honorary 
degrees. He lived for some years in the Far East and has made prop- 
aganda broadcasts in Japanese during the War. Author of several book, 
including a biography of Thomas Jetferson, he has also been a professor 
and a vice president of the American Political Science Association. In 
votes and debate, he has consistently supported New Deal measures. 


Utah is primarily an agricultural and mining state, with live stock 
as an important product. The Wool Growers Association and the Farm 


Bureau are politically active. 


The CIO Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers 


are well organized, as are the Railroad Brotherhoods. In manufacturing 
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there is a small iron and steel industry and there are a number of food 
processing plants. 


WARREN R. AUSTIN, ranking minority member of the Senate Military Affairs 
(R vt.) Committee, was elected for a third six-year term in 1940 
with a plurality of 46,182 votes in a total of 140,384. 


Austin's voting record is distinctly conservative on domestic issues. 
He has been internationalist in his point of view on foreign affairs, and 
broke with his party's position in 19%9 to defend President Roosevelt's 
action in allowing France to purchase airplanes in the United States. 
However, he voted against the Lend-Lease Act in 1941 and opposed the 
Reciprocal Trade Agreements program before 1943. He is one of six Sena- 
tors still in the Senate who voted against the Social Security Act. 


In 1916, Austin left his father's law firm to become legal re presen- 
tative in China for the American International Corporation, and he dealt 
with the financing and building of China's national railways. 


Vermont is largely an agricultural state, and both the Farm Bureau 
and the National Grange have considerable political influence. Manufac- 
turing has increased somewhat because of the war, and CIO organization is 
gaining in strength. 


ANOREW JACKSON MAY, chairman of the House Military Affairs Committee, was 
(D0 Ky.) re-elected in 1944 for his eighth term in Congress by 
the narrow plurality of 3,240 votes out of 63,630. 
His 7th Kentucky District has a total population of 286,766. 


May is 69 years old. After a brief period as a school teacher, le 
devoted his life to practicing law and politics. His voting record is 
conservative, and his failure to respond to pressure from strongly or- 
ganized labor in his district was largely responsible for his narrow 
margin of victory in the last election. 


The 7th Kentucky District is primarily a mining section, containing 
three of the four largest coal-producing counties in the State. Agri- 
Culture is the only other important occupation. The Farm Bureau has some 
strength, and the United Mine Workers are strong. 


WALTER @. ANWOREWS, ‘ranking minority member of the House Military Affairs 
(gm. W.Y.) Committee, was re-elected for an eighth term in 1944 

with a plurality of 21,191 votes out of a total of 146,- 
371. The total population of his usually Republican district is 319,29. 


Fifty-six years old, Andrews is a businessman with middle-of-the- 
road views. He is a veteran of the first World War. He has broken with 
the Republican leadership occasionally, as he did in supporting a Federal 
ballot for soldiers. He has apparently not been much influenced by the 
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labor pressure in his district, which includes the Northern outskirts of 
Buffalo and the towns of Tonawanda and Grand Island. Outstanding in- 
dustries are iron, steel and chemical manufacturing, with construction 
and the railroad industry also important. Although the district is not 
primarily working class in composition, the CIO Steel Workers, AFL Con- 
struction Trades unions and Railroad Brotherhoods all have membership 

in it. 


JOHN E. RANKIN, chairman of the House Committee on World War Veterans’ 
(0 Miss.) Legislation, was re-elected for a 13th term in 1944, 
with a plurality of 16,931 votes out of 18,055 in a dis- 
trict with a population of 263,367. However, he had somewhat stronger 
opposition in the Democratic primary. 


Rankin has voted against the Democratic Administration on contro- 
versial issues more often than with it during the last ten years. He 
is a strong champion of States’ rights, and opposed the Federal ballot 
for soldiers on that ground. In addition to his chairmanship of the 
Veterans committee, he has been influential in the Committee to Investi- 
gate UnAmerican Activities. He is 63 years old, a lawyer, and a veteran 
of the first World War. 


Rankin's district, consisting of ten counties in the Northeast 
corner of Mississippi, is completely rural and small town, with over 
half the population engaged in farming. The Farm Bureau has some or- 
ganization. Only industry is in logging and sawmill operations. 


EDITH WOURSE ROGERS, ranking minority member of the House Veterans 
(R Mess.) committee, is serving her eleventh term, having 
been re-elected in 1944 with a plurality of 69,331 
in a total vote of 149,158. 


By profession, Mrs. Rogers is a social service administrator. She 
was originally elected to fill out the term of her husband, John Jacob 
Rogers, when he died in 1925. She has voted consistently with the 
Re publican leadership. 


Her district is predominantly industrial and residential, being 
made up of cities and small towns bordering the industrial area of Boston, 
and including the cities of Lowell and Woburn. Outstanding industries 
are textiles, food processing, shoe manufacturing and construction. 
CIO Textile and Shoe Workers unions are well organized, and the AFL has 
strength in the construction industry. 
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SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON BILLS 
MILITARY AND VETERANS AFFAIRS 


Bill Number 


FIRST QUARTER, 


Offered by 





HR 626 


HR 621 


HR 1752 


S 294 


5S 219 


HR 164€ 


FER 697 


HR 1525 


HR 197 


Carl Vinson 
(D Ga.) 


Carl Vinson 
(D Ga. ) 


Andrew J. May 
'D Ky.) 


Walter F. George 
(D Ga. ) 


David I. Walsh 
(D Mass.) 


Schuyler Otis 
Bland (D Va.) 


Thomas G. Burch 
(D Va.) 


Hatton W. Sum- 
ners (D Tex.) 


W. Stirling Cole 
(R N.Y.) 


1945 


To Provide 


Appropriation of $1.5 
billion for Naval shore 
facilities. 


Increase of Naval Offi- 
cers Training Corps by 
7,000 men. 


Wartime labor control 
(May Manpower Bill - 
See p. 56). 


Medical service to vet- 
erans of Allied armies. 


Furlough rules for act- 
ive Marine and Coast 
Guard officers. 


Grade of Admiral in 
Coast Guard. 


Detail of Postal em- 
ployees to military 
camps. 


Fines and imprisonment 
for aid to escaping 
war prisoners. 


Grade of General in the 
Marine Corps, with pay 


and method of selection. 
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AFFECTING 


Action Taken 





Passed House Jan. 
17; Senate Feb. 1; 
Conf. Report passed 
House Feb. 20; Sen- 
ate Feb. 19; Ap- 
proved March 1. 


Passed House Jan. 
17; Senate Feb. 
1; Approved Feb. 


13. 


Fassed House Feb. 
1; Senate March 

€; Conf. Report 
passed House 
March 27; Reject- 
ed Senate April 3. 


Passed Senate 
Feb. l. 


Fassed Senate Feb. 
1; House Feb. 19; 
Approved Feb. 28. 


Fassed House Feb. 
19; Senate March 
12; Approved 
March 21]. 


Passed House 
Feb. 19. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 19. 


Fassed House Feb. 
19; Senate March 
15; Approved 
March 21. 








Congressional Action, first quarter 1945, Summary continued: 











Bill Number Offered by To Frovide Action taken 
FR 433 Bernard W. Lifting of immigration quota Fassed House 
Kearney restrictions for aliens who March 5. 
(R N.Y.) have served in U.S. Army. 
ER 2277 Andrew J. May Draft of nurses for Armed Passed House 
(D Ky. ) Forces (See p. 70). March 7. 
S 58 Harry F. Byrd Continuance of benefits for Fassed Senate 
(D Va.) retired Naval officers in March 15. 
active service. 
S 645 David [. Walsh For employment of Naval Fassed Senate 
(D Mass. ) Officers on shore duty. Warch 15. 
HR 1701 John J. Spark- Extension of certain Fassed House 
man (D Ala.) enlisted men's benefits March 19. 
to regular Army men. 
BR 2388 Andrew J. May Authorize enlistments in Passed House 
(D Ky.) Regular Army for duration March 19. 


and six months, or three 
years, whichever is longer. 


HR 2625 Andrew J. May Extension of Selective Passed House 
(D Ky.) Service for duration. March 23. 


Res olution 














Number Offered by To Action taken 
H Res 55 Clifton A. Continue study by Select Passed House 
Woodrum Committee on Fost-War Jan. 18. 
(D Va.) Military Policy. 
H Res 20 Andrew J. May Authorize a study on progress Fassed House 
(D Ky.) of the war effort by Commit- Feb. 26. 
tee on Military Affairs. 
H Res 154 Carl Vinson Authorize a study on progress Fassed House 
(D Ga. ) of the war effort by Commit- March 19. 
tee on Naval Affairs. 
H J Res 1€ Donald L. Establish commission for Fassed House 
O'Toole celebration of Naval Aca- March 19. 
(D N.Y.) demy's 150th year. 
H Res 192 John FE. Rankin Authorize a study of the Passed House 
(D Miss. ) Veterans Administration March 27. 


by the Veterans Committee 
(See p. 70). 
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Vil 


MISCELLANEOUS AND ADMINISTRATIVE 


MAJOR ACTIONS, January-March 


Amendment of House Rules to set up permanent Un-American 


Activities Committee - Approved by 
House. 


Continuation of Committee to Investigate Executive 
Agencies - Approved by House. 


Continuation of Liquor Investigation - Rejected by 
Senate. . 


Study of Postwar Immigration - Approved by House. 


UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES COMMITTEE 


An unprecedented parliamentary maneuver in the opening minutes of 
the 79th Congress on January 3, 1945, brought up for imrediate consid- 
eration the question of continuing the committee to investigate Un-Amer- 
ican activities (formerly known as the Dies committee). As a special 
committee, it had expired automatically with the end of the 78th Congress. 


Instead of introducing a resolution to create a new special com- 
mittee, Representative John E. Rankin (D Miss.) proposed an amendment 
to Rule X of the House of Representatives which would make the Un-Amer- 
ican Activities Committee a standing (permanent) committee of the House. 
Rankin's proposal was offered as an amendment to the usual resolution, 
introduced at the beginning of the first session of every new Congress, 
that the rules of the preceding Congress be re-adopted. Chairman Adolph 
J. Sabath (D Ill.) of the House Rules Committee tried to have the Rankin 
amendment referred to his committee, but the Speaker ruled that an 
amendment proposed from the floor could not be so referred, and that it 
must be disposed of before the resolution adopting the House rules could 


be considered. The Rankin amendment therefore became a first order of 
business. 


Opponents of the old Dies committee were caught unprepared by this 
strategy, and although they argued vigorously against it, they were un- 
able to consolidate their forces before the matter came to a vote. 
Rankin, on the other side, argued: "Today, when our boys are fighting 
to preserve American institutions, I submit it is no time... to relax 
our vigilance." He also expressed concern that the records of the Dies 
committee might be destroyed if bis amendment were not accepted. 


(Text continues on page &) 
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HOUSE VOTES ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES COMMITTEE 


1. Rankin amendment to House Rules, to es- 2. H Res 168 to authorize $50,000 expendi 


tablish a permanent Committee on Un- 
American Activities. Passed January 3, 
20E-186. 


by Un-American Activities Committee. 
Passed March 7, 315-54. 


KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP-General Pair; PY-Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-Absent, not voting; AY-Announced 
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Rankin's supporters in the debate included Representatives Karl E. 
Mundt (R S.D.), J. Parnell Thomas (R N.J.) and E. E. Cox (D Ga.). Argu- 
ments against the amendment were made by John J. Cochran (D Mo.) and 
Herman F, Eberharter (D Pa.). Cox expressed some doubt as to whether the 
Rankin proposal was the best method of continuing the investigation, and 
Majority Leader John W. McCormack (D Mass.) argued strongly against 
establishing a precedent by setting up an investigating committee as a 
permanent committee of the House. 


The vote on Rankin's amendment cut across party lines, although a 
majority of the Democrats present voted against it, and a majority of 
the Republicans voted for it. The amendment was agreed to by 208 votes 
to 186 (see p. 80 ; the number of “yea" votes was increased from 207 to 
208 by a subsequent correction of the Congressional Record), after which 
the House by voice vote adopted the rules of the 78th Congress as amended. 


Representative Frank E. Hook (D Mich.) introduced a resolution 
(H Res 58) on January 6 to abolish the newly created committee, but the 
Rules Committee to which it was referred took no action. 


Controversy developed within the Democratic Party as to the member- 
ship of the new committee. Rankin, who could not accept the chairman- 
ship, to which he was traditionally entitled as author of the amendment, 
without giving up his chairmanship of the Committee on World War Veterans 
Legislation, wanted a committee which would be similar in outlook to 
the old Dies committee. The Democratic leadership finally worked out a 
compromise slate which was supposed to be balanced between "liberals" and 
"conservatives." The Republicans named two members who had been on the 
committee before, resulting in a lineup as follows: 


DEMOCRATS REPUBLICANS 


Edward J. Hart (N.J.), chairman J. Parnell Thomas (N.J.) 
John E. Rankin (Miss.) Karl E. Mundt (S.D.) 
Herbert C. Bonner (N.C.) Gerald W. Landis (Ind. ) 
J. W. Robinson (Utah) 

J. Hardin Feterson (Fla.) 

John R. Murdock (Ariz. ) 


On March 7, with very little debate, the House by a vote of 315 to 
54 (H Res 168; see p. 80; one vote changed by correction of the Record) 
authorized the Un-American Activities Committee to spend up to $50,000 
from the contingent fund of the House. 





STUDY OF POST-WAR IMMIGRATION 


Representative Samuel Dickstein (D N.Y.), chairman of the House 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, on January 4 introduced 
House Fesolution §&2, to authorize his committee to make a study to 
“assist Congress in the enactment of post-war legislation dealing with 
immigration and naturalization." 


Dickstein cited as examples of questions which needed clarification 
varied court rulings on qualifications for citizenship, the problem of 
returning interned enemy aliens and war prisoners, and the readjustment 
of immigration quotas for the benefit of countries which had been Allies 
of the United States during the war. 


The resolution was reported from the Rules Conmittee March 21, and 
came up for debate on the House floor March 27. It was supported by 
Representative Noah M. Mason (R Ill.), ranking Republican member of the 
Immigration Committee. The opposition, led by Representatives E. E. 

Cox (D Ga.), John E. Rankin (D Miss.) and Edward H. Rees (R Kan.) de- 
voted much of its time to poking fun at the use of "demographic" and 
"ambivalent" in the wording of the resolution. There was also sore 
question as to whether the committee needed special authority to conduct 
an adequate investigation. 


After a relatively short debate the resolution was approved by 1&2 
votes to 113 (see p. &). There was no appreciable difference between 
the proportion of Democrats and Republicans who voted for it, but most 
of the Derocrats who voted against it were from the South. 


INVESTIGATION OF EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 


A Special Committee to Investigate Acts of Executive Agencies Which 
Exceed Their Authority was set up by the House of Representatives in 
February, 1943, with Howard W. Smith (D Va.) as chairman. The principal 
activity of the committee was to look into complaints that the rules and 
regulations promulgated by such agencies as the Office of Frice Adminis- 
tration and the War Production Board, as well as by permanent government 
departments, went beyond the authority granted to the agencies by law. 


House Resolution 88 proposed to continue the life of the committee 
during the 79th Congress. When it came up for debate January 18, Rep- 
resentative John J. Cochran (D Mo. ) opposed it on the grounds that the 
committee itself had exceeded its authority, and that it duplicated the 
work of a Senate committee headed by Senator Pat McCarran (D Nev.). Not 
mentioned in the debate was the fact that the cormittee's hearings had 
at times given publicity to sttacks against the New Deal and the Democratic 


(Text continues on page 86) 





HOUSE VOTES ON INVESTIGATIONS OF IMMIGRATION AND 
OF EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 


1. H Res 52, to authorize investigation of 
post-war immigration problems by Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Passed March 27, 16-113. 


2. H Res 88, to continue Special Committe 
to Investigate Acts of Executive Agen 
Which Exceed Their Authority. Fasseq 
January 18, 254-55. 
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Administration. The resolution was agreed to by 254 votes to 55 (see 
p. 64) with only one Republican voting against it. 


SENATE LIQUOR INVESTIGATION 


The Senate in 1943 authorized a special subcommittee of the Judic- 
iary Committee to conduct an investigation of the liquor industry, with 
special reference to wartime shortages of whiskey and consolidations of 
companies making and selling wines and liquors. 


Early in 1945 the Judiciary Committee unanimously reported Senate 
Resolution 17, to authorize continuance of the investigation and make 
available $15,000 for the purpose. The resolution was then referred 
to the Committee to Audit ana Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. When the latter committee failed to report it, Chairman Pat 
McCarran (D Nev.) of the Judiciary Committee submitted a motion to dis- 
charge the Audit committee from further consideration of the resolution. 
This would have given the Senate an opportunity to vote on the resolu- 
tion itself. 


Chairman Scott W. Lucas (D Ill.) of the Audit committee argued 
that the Judiciary subcommittee's work with respect to the liquor short- 
age had been satisfactorily completed, that $10,000 or $15,000 was en- 
tirely insufficient for a full-scale investigation of monopoly in the 
liquor industry, and that in any case such an investigation was the 
responsibility of the Department of Justice. 


The vote on the McCarran motion was in effect a vote for or against 
continuation of the investigation by the Judiciary subcommittee, and the 
motion was defeated, 43 votes to 28 (see p. 84). 





SENATE VOTE ON LIQUOR INVESTIGATION 


McCarran motion to discharge Audit committee from consideration of S Res 17; in effect, 
this was a vote for or against continuing investigation of liquor monopoly by subcom- 
mittee of Senate Judiciary Committee. Rejected February 5, 43-28. 
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HOUSE RULES COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS REPUBLICANS 
Adolph J. Sabath (I11.), chairman Leo E. Allen (111.) 
E. E. Cox (Ga.) Farl C. Michener (Mich. ) 
Howard W. Smith (Va. ) Charles A. Halleck (Ind.) 
J. Bayard Clark (N.C. ) Clarence J. Brown (Ohio) 


John J. Delaney (N.Y.) 
William M. Colmer (Miss. ) 
Joe E. Bates (Ky.) 

Roger C. Slaughter (Mo.) 


ADOLPH J. SABATH, chairman of the House Rules Committee, was re-elected 
(0 111.) in 1944 for a 20th term, with a plurality of 26,441 
in a total vote of 50,299. The 5th Illinois District 
which he represents is small, with a total population of 112,116. 





Sabath has served longer than any other Member of Congress, four 
years more than the next ranking Representative, and ten years longer 
than any Senator. He was first elected in 1906. Born in Czechoslovakia 
April 4, 1866, Sabath came to Chicago in 1881. He entered the real 
estate business, and also became a lawyer and served as municipal judge 
and police magistrate before his election to Congress. 


In his own official biography in the Congressional Directory, 
Sabath writes: “At all times supported labor and all relief legisla- 
tion." He has voted consistently with the Democratic Administration 
and for New Deal measures. However, although his position is techni- 
cally one of the most powerful in Congress, since the Rules Committee 
can virtually decide whether any bill will reach the floor and under what 
conditions it will be debated, he does not control the committee. A 
coalition of Southern Democrats and Republicans overrides him more often 
than not on crucial issues. 





The 5th Illinois District is completely urban, in the heart of 
Chicago. It has high industrialization, including meat packing, trade 
and railroads. CIO, AFL and Railroad Brotherhoods are all strong. There 
are also large professional and white collar groups. 


LEO —€. ALLEN, ranking Republican member of the Rules Committee, was re- 
(mR 111.) elected in 1944 for his seventh consecutive term, with 
a plurality of 33,890 in a total vote of &,854. The 
13th Illinois District which he represents has a total population of 
186,433. 


Allen is one of the younger ranking Members qd Congress. He was 
born in Illinois October 5, 1898. He is member of a law firm in Galena, 














and a veteran of World War I. His voting record is consistently conserv- 


ative; he is almost always opposed to measures sponsored by the Democratic 
Administration. 


The 13th District is predominantly rural-agricultural, a typicas 
Midwestern Republican stronghold. The Farm Bureau Federation is active. 
There is a small iron and steel industry, but organized labor has little 
strength. The District consists of six counties in the Northwest corner 
of Illinois. 


SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON MISCELLANEOUS 
AND ADMINISTRATIVE BILLS 


FIRST QUARTER, I945 





Bill Number Offered by To Frovide Act.ion Taken 





CIVIL AND CRIMINAL LAW 


S 374 Fat McCarran Amendment of National Passed Senate 
(D Nev. ) Motor Vehicle Theft Act Feb. 12. 
to cover stolen aircraft. 
HR 129 Carter Manasco Six-month limit on claims Passed House 
(D Ala.) relating to forged signa- Feb. 19. 
tures on government checks. 
HR 1827 Hatton W. Summers Exemption for Advisory Fassed House 
(D Tex.) Board of OWMR, covering Feb. 19. 
claims against the U.S. 
HR 1531 Hatton W. Sumners' Penalties for WFB en- Fassed House 
(D Tex.) ployees divulging con- Feb. 19. 
fidential information. 
HR 2348 A Willis Rob- Definition of “opiate” Fassed House 
ertson (D Va.) and its inclusion among March 9. 


regulated narcotics. 


HR 43 Sam Hobbs Modification of law which Passed House 
(D Ala.) had been interpreted by March 20. 
courts to render certain 
evidence inadmissible if 
prisoners were not arraigned 
promptly. 


89 








Summary of Miscellaneous Congressional Actions - continued 


Bill Number 





BR 1427 


HR 304 


HR 744 


HR 1705 


HR 685 


HR 2552 


S 46é 


HR 48 


HR 2378 


HR 689 


Amendment 
to House 
Rules 





Offered by 


Jokn J. Cochran 
(D Mo.) 


E. L. Bartlett 
(D Alaska) 


Tom Murray 
(D Tenn. ) 


R. Ewing Thomason 


(D Tex. ) 


Sol Bloom 
(D N.Y.) 


Jennings Randolph 


(D W. Va.) 


Burton K. Wheeler 


(D Mont. ) 


Leonard W. Hall 
(P N.Y.) 


Dan R. McGehee 
(D Miss. ) 


Sol Bloom 
(D N.Y.) 


John E. Rankin 
(D Miss. ) 


To Provide 


Pay Rates for U.S.Capitol 
telephone operators. 


Notary public authority 
for Alaska Fostmasters. 


Cash rewards for postal 
employees‘ suggestions. 


U.S.Commissioner for Big 
Bend National Park. 


Authorization for sale of 
U.S. diplomatic property 
abroad. 


Time limit on use of 
Congressional auto tags. 


Salary increase and ad- 
ditional locomotive in- 
spectors for ICC. 


That Merchant Marine 
Academy Library be a de- 
pository for government 
publications. 


Payment for services of 
noncitizens, regardless 
of appropriation act 
provisions. 


Changes in salaries, pro- 
motions and methods of 
assignment for diplomatic 
service. 


Fermanent Committee on 


Un-American Act.ivities 
(see p. 79). 


90 


Action Taken 





Fassed House 
Jan. 17; Senate, 
amended, Feb. 5; 
House agrees, 
Feb. €; Approved 
Feb. 13. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 19. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 19. 


Passed House 
Feb. 19. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 19. 


Fassed House 
March 12. 


Passed Senate 
March 15. 


Passed House 
March 19. 


Recommitted 
to Claims 
Committee, 
March 20. 


Fassed House 
March 27. 


Fassed House 
Jan 3. 

















Summary of Miscellaneous Congressional Actions - continued 


Bill Number 





H Res 46 


H Con 
Res 18 


H Res 66 


H Res 8&8 


H Res 99 


S Res 17 
(Motion to 
discharge 
committee) 


H Res 138 


H Res 168 





Offered by 


John E. Rankin 
(D Miss. ) 


A.S.Mike Monroney 


(D Okla.) 


Robert Rams peck 
(D Ga. ) 


Howard W. Smith 
(D Va.) 


C. Jasper Bell 
(D Mo.) 


Fat McCarran 
(D Nev.) 


Hatton W. Sumners 


(D Tex. ) 


Edward J. Hart 
(D N,J.) 


To Frovide 


Transfer of records from 
Dies Committee to perma- 
nent Un-American Activi- 
ties Committee 


Establishment -of Joint 
Committee on organization 
of Congress. 


Investigation of Govern- 
ment departments and 
agencies by Civil Serv- 
ice Committee. 


Continuation of Committee 
to Investigate Acts of 
Executive Agencies (see 
p- 83). 


Continuation of investi- 
gation of conditions in 
Puerto Rico. 


Continuation of investi- 
gation of liquor industry 
(see p. 86). 


Investigation of conduct 
of judges, Middle District, 
Fennsylvania. 


Authorization of funds 
for Un-American Act iv- 
ities Committee (see 
p. 82). 


9 


Act.ion taken 





Passed House 
Jan. 4. 


Passed House 
Jan. 18; 
Senate, amend- 
ed, Feb. 12; 
House agrees 
Feb. 19. 


Passed House 


Jan. 18. 


Passed House 
Jan. 18. 


Passed House 
Jan. 22. 


Rejected by 
Senate Feb. 5. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 23. 


Passed House 
March 7. 








Summary of miscellaneous Congressional Actions - continued 











Bill Number Offered by To Provide Action taken 
F J Res 142 John J. Cochran Use of Government employ- Fassed House 
(D Mo.) ees to fold House speeches March 26; 
and pamphlets. Senate March 
27; Approved 
March 29. 
HK Res 52 Samuel Dickstein Study of post-war immi- Fassed House 
(D N.Y.) gration and naturaliza- Narch 27. 
tion (See p. 83). 
LAND TRANSFERS AND EASEMENTS 
S 213 David I. Walsh Transfer for highway, Fassed Senate 
(D Mass.) Canton, Ohio. Feb. 1; House 
Feb. 19; Ap- 
proved Feb. 26. 
S 216 David I. Walsh Easement to Oahu Fy. and Passed Senate 
(D Mass.) Land Co., Hawaiian Feb. 1; House 
Islands. Feb. 19; Ap- 
proved Feb. 26. 
S 217 David I. Walsh Roadway easement, East- Fassed Senate 
(D Mass.) port, Maine, and exchange Feb. 1; House 
of land. March 5; Ap- 
proved March 13. 
5S 218 David I. Walsh lease to Southern Calif- Passed Senate 
(D Mass.) ornia Telephone Co., San Feb. 1; House 
Diego County. Feb. 19; Ap- 
proved Feb. 26. 
S 210 David I. Walsh Rescinding of land ccn- Passed Senate 
(D Mass.) veyance to Veterans of Feb. 12; House 
“oreign Wars, Manitowoc, Feb. 19; Ap- 
Wis. proved Feb. 28. 
S 222 Elbert D. Thomas Easement to Duke Power Passed Senate 
(D Utah) Co. at Camp Croft, S.C. Feb. 12; House 
farch 5; Ap- 
proved March 13. 
S 290 Elbert D. Thomas Easement to Orange and Fassed Senate 


(D Utah) 


Rockland Electric Co. 
at West Foint, N.Y. 


92 


Feb. 12; House 
March §; Ap- 
proved March ls. 














Summary of Miscellaneous Congressional Actions - continued 


Bill Number 





S 530 


io 9) 
cn 
Cw 
hw 


HR 180€& 


FR 1439 


FR 2125 


Offered by To Provide 
Walter F. George Easement to Dallas 
(D Ga.) County, Tex. 


Walter F. George Transfer to Los Angeles, 


(D Ga.) Calif. 
David I. Walsh Conveyance of land to 
(D Mass.) Rhode Island. 


MISCELLANEOUS 


Josiah W. Bailey Surveys for river and 
(D N.C.) harbor improvements, and 
raise limit on amount 
for removing snags, etc. 


Joseph R. Farring- Construction rights for 
ton (R Hawaii) Hawaiian Electric Co. 


Clifford R. Hope Authority for Colorado 
(R Kan.) and Kansas to make 
agreement regarding 
Arkansas River. 


Fritz G. Lanham Foreign use cannot es- 
(D Tex. ) tablish invention date 
for patent purposes. 


Richard J. Welch Pensions for Fanama 
(R Calif.) Canal employees. 
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Action taken 





Passed Senate 
March 15. 


Passed Senate 
March 15. 


Passed Senate 
March 15. 


Fassed Senate 
Jan. 29; House 
Feb. 22; Ap- 
proved March é. 


Passed House 
Feb. 2; Senate 
Feb. 12; Ap- 
proved Feb. 24. 


Fassed House 


March 5. 


Fassed House 
March 5. 


Fassed House 
March 5. 
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TAXES AND ECONOMIC POLICY 


MAJOR ACTIONS, January-March, 1945 


Separation of Lending Agencies from Department of 
Commerce - passed House and Senate, 
approved by President. 


Confirmation of Henry Wallace as Secretary of Commerce - 
approved by Senate. 


Exemption of Insurance Companies from Anti-Trust Laws - 


passed House and Senate, approved 
by President. 


Increase of Federal Debt Limit - passed House and Senate. 


Continuance of RFC subsidy authorizations - passed Senate. 


SEPARATION OF LENDING AGENCIES FROM DEPARTMENT 
OF COMMERCE; CONFIRMATION OF HENRY WALLACE AS 
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 


On January 21 one of the major controversies in the 79th Congress 
was touched off by the release of letters in which Fresident Roosevelt 
asked for and received the resignation of Jesse Jones as Secretary of 


Commerce. The nomination of Henry A. Wallace for the post was sent to 
the Senate the following day. 


The passage in the Fresident's letter to Jones which provoked the 
most violent reaction was: 


"Henry Wallace deserves almost any service which he believes 
he can satisfactorily perform. I told him this at the end of the 
campaign, in which he displayed the utmost devotion to our cause, 
traveling almost incessantly and working for the success of the 
ticket in a great many parts of the country. Though not on the 


ticket himself, he gave of his utmost toward the victory which 
ensued. 








"He has told me that he thought he could do the greatest a- 
mount of good in the Department of Commerce, for which he is fully 
suited. And I feel, therefore, that the Vice President should have 
this post in the new Administration. 


"It is for this reason only that I am asking you to relinquish 
this present post for Henry, and I want to tell you that it is in 
no way a lack of appreciation for all that you have done, and that 
I hope you will continue to be a part of the Government." 


The reply from Jesse Jones was sharply critical. In it he wrote: 


"I have your letter of today, asking that I relinquish my 
post as Secretary of Commerce, which carries with it the vast fi- 
nancial and war production agencies within the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation and its subsidiaries, so that you can give it to 
Henry Wallace as a reward for his support of you in the campaign. 


"You state that Henry thinks he could do the greatest amount 
of good in the Department of Commerce, and that you consider him 
fully suited for the post. With all due respect, Mr. President, 


while I must accede to your decision, I cannot agree with either 
of you... 


"T have had the confidence of the Congress, as well as your 
own. I have had that confidence because I have been faithful to 
the responsibilities that have been entrusted to me. For you to 
turn over all these assets and responsibilities to a man inexper- 
ienced in business and finance will, I believe, be hard for the 
business and financial world to understand." 


Senator Harry Flood Byrd (D Va.) set the tone of criticism in the 
Senate when he said, on the day the Wallace nomination was received: 
"Mr. Wallace is the leader of the most radical groups in America. He 
is the close friend and co-worker of Sidney Hillman and the extreme el- 
ements of the CIO. The maintenance of the free enterprise system means 
the preservation of our American way of life. It may well be that the 
action of the United States Senate on this appointment will have a de- 
cisive effect upon the future of the free enterprise system." 


GEORGE BILL TO SEPARATE RFC FROM COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 


Senator Walter F. George (D Ga.) immediately introduced a bill 
(S 375) to divorce all lending agencies, including the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, from the Commerce Department. Initial strategy 











of Wallace supporters was to oppose the George Bill, in the hope that 
he could be confirmed as Secretary of Commerce and retain the lending 
functions. But Senator John H. Overton (D La.) was able to muster only 
the vote of Senator Claude Fepper (D Fla.) in addition to his own when 
he moved in the Commerce Committee to consider the Wallace nomination 
in advance of the George Bill. His motion was defeated, 10 to 2. The 
Commerce Committee then decided to hold public hearings on both the 
George Bill and the nomination. 


On January 24, Jesse Jones appeared before the Committee in a 
packed Senate Caucus Room. The nub of his testimony repeated what he 
had written to the President. He said: 


"It is my firm conviction that the Government's investment 
in plants and facilities, and in raw materials of all sorts, rep- 
resented by billions of taxpayers’ money, should not be made the 
subject of careless experimentation..., Certainly, RFC should not 
be placed under the supervision of any man willing to jeopardize 
the country's future with untried ideas and idedlistic schemes." 


He also raised a question as to whether any one man could satis- 
factorily head both the Commerce Department and RFC. He added: "I 
think it's possible if he'll work hard enough and long enough hours to 
learn and do the job. I don't think any fool would do it but me." 

Some editorial opinion at the time maintained that the two positions 
should be separated, regardless of the personal merits of Henry Wallace. 


A point favorable to Wallace was brought out in Jones’ testimony 
when he said that the Commodity Credit Corporation had lost money under 
RFC but showed a profit after it was transferred to the Department of 
Agriculture while Wallace was Secretary. 


WALLACE TESTIMONY BEFORE SENATE COMMITTEE 


On the following day, Henry Wallace testified in support of his 
own qualifications. The high point of his testimony was as follows: 


"You know and I know that it is not a question of my ‘lack of 
experience.' Rather it is a case of not liking the experience I 
have... The real motive underlying these suggestions for stripping 
the Commerce Department of its vast financial powers has, of course, 
nothing to do with my competence to administer these powers. The 
real issue is whether or not the powers of the RFC and its giant 
subsidiaries are to be used only to help big business and to help 
carry out the President's commitment of 60 million jobs... The fu- 
ture of the American worker lies in the well-being of American pri- 
vate enterprise; and the future of American private enterprise 
lies in the future of the American worker. The greatest single 
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thing that this war has demonstrated on the home front is that 
when the American worker and the American business man and the 
American farmer work together as one team, there are no limits 
on what America can accomplish. 


Although Wallace thus vigorously defended his fitness to hold both 
the Commerce and RFC posts, he also told the Committee that even if the 
lending agencies were separated, he would be willing to become Secretary 
of Commerce and “serve until the end of the war." 








The strategy of Wallace supporters and opponents was soon reversed. 
When polls of the Senate showed strong opposition to confirmation, the 
supporters decided to press for prior consideration of the George Bill 
in the hope that some Senators would vote to confirm Wallace as Secre- 
tary of Commerce without the lending agencies, who would vote against the 
nomination if it included RFC. Wallace opponents, on the other hand, 
pressed to consider the nomination first in the hope they could defeat it 
outright. 





























COMMERCE CCNMITTEE OPPOSES WALLACE 





On January 27 the Commerce Committee voted 14 to 5 to report un- 
favorably on the Wallace nomination. Then it voted 18 to 4 in approval 
of the George Bill. A move to report the nomination without recom- 
mendation was defeated 1] to 6. The five Senators who voted against 
the unfavorable report, all Democrats, were: Theodore G. Bilbo (Mics.), 
Warren G. Magnuson (Wash.), James M. Mead (N.Y.), John H. Overton (La.) 
and Claude Fepper (Fla.). All of these except Overton voted against 
the favorable report for the George Bill. 





President Roosevelt threw his weight into the contest again on 
January 30 with a strong telegram to a Wallace testimonial dinner in 
New York. Two days later the nomination reached the floor of the Senate. 


SENATE VOTES ON WALLACE AND ON GEORGE BILL 


Senate procedure on February 1 was as follows: 





1. Senator Josiah Bailey (D N.C.), chairman of the Commerce Com- 
mittee, moved that the Senate proceed to consideration of execu- 
tive business. This would have brought a vote on the Wallace 
nomination ahead of the George Bill. Motion was defeated ona 
tie vote, 42 to 42, following which Senator Robert A. Taft (R Ohio) 
changed his vote to make it 43 to 41 against the motion (see p. 
99), in an unsuccessful parliamentary maneuver which might have 
brought reconsideration. With the exception of Taft, everyone 
who voted against the Bailey motion voted subsequently to con- 
firm Wallace, and this was the most critical vote of the series. 


(Text continues on page 102) 
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SENATE VOTES ON GEORGE LOAN AGENCY BILL 


Bailey motion to consider Wallace nomina- 3. George Bill to separate Federal Loan 
tion ahead of George Bill. Wallace sup- Agency from Department of Commerce. 
porters voted Nay, opponents Yea. Passed, Feb. 1, 74-12. 

Defeated, Feb. 1, 43-41. 


Barkley motion to consider George Bill. 


Passed, Feb. 1, 83-2. 
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HOUSE VOTES ON GEORGE LOAN AGENCY BILL 
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2. Senator Alben W. Barkley (D Ky.) moved that the Senate consider 
the George Bill. S 375, Fassed, 83 to 2 (see p. 99). 


3. The George Bill was passed, 74 to 12 (see p. 99), separating the 
lending agencies from the Department of Commerce. Objections, 
voiced chiefly by Senator Taft, were that the bill did not go 
far enough. 


Because there had been some question as to the possibility of a 
veto, Barkley read to the Senate a solicited message from President 
Roosevelt which said: 


"In 1942, when I transferred certain functions of the Federal 
Loan Agency to the Department of Commerce by Executive Order, I 
provided that they should be returned to that agency six months 
after the conclusion of the war, or socner if the Fresident of 
Conrress should decide upon an earlier date. Therefore, should 
the Congress return these functions to the Federal Loan Agency at 
this time by the George Resolution, I would approve the measure." 


After the George Bill had been passed by the Senate, Barkley moved 
that consideration of the Wallace nomination be postponed until March l. 
This was to give the House time to act upon the bill, so the Senators 
would not be asked to vote on Wallace before its final disposition. Th. 
postponement was agreed to without objection. 


THE GEORGE BLL IN THE HOUSE 


In the House, the George Bill was referred to the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee, which approved it unanimously without hearings. It 
struck a snag, however, in the Rules Committee, where Wallace opponents 
hoped to hold it up until After March 1, forcing the Senate to vote on 
the Wallace nomination before the Commerce Department-RFC divorce had 
been completed. If these delaying tactics failed, the Wallace oppon- 
ents in the Rules Committee proposed to send the bill to the House floor 
under an open rule which would permit amendments. Representative Jesse 
F. Wolcott (R Mich.) was ready with amendments to repeal the First War 
Fowers Act, which carried presidential authority to transfer agencies, 
and to remove the Secretary of Commerce from the Board of the Export- 
Import Bank. Both of these amendments had been rejected by the Bank- 
ing and Currency Committee. 


The Derocratic leadership, including National Chairman Robert E. 
Hannegan, organized pressure to save the bill, and Senator Walter F. 
George (D Ga.) issued a press statement saying that he and many other 
Senators would feel compelled to vote for confirmation of Wallace with 
full powers if the House persisted in the delay. Finally, the Rules 
Committee reported the bill, limiting debate to four hours and 





restricting amendments to those germane to the bill. It reached the 
House floor on February 15. 


Key vote came on the technical question of approving the rule, thus 
permitting a direct vote on the bill itself. In debate, the principal 
arguments for the rule were presented by Adolph J. Sabath (P [1l.), Ma- 
jority Leader John W. McCormack (D Mass.), J. Bayard Clark (D N.C.) and 
Paul Brown (D Ga.). Chief opponents were Leo E. Allen (R Ill.), E. E. 

Cox (D Ga.), John E. Rankin -(D Miss.), Roger Slaughter (D Mo.) and 
Charles A. Halleck (R Ind.). The rule was approved by the narrow margin 
of 202 votes to 192, with a solid Republican vote against it (see p. 100). 


A motion to recommit the bill to committee was defeated by almost 
the same vote (204 to 196) with two Republicans (Richard J. Welch, Calif., 
and James G. Fulton, Fa.) voting against recommital, while the Demo- 
cratic vote against the Administration position was increased from 19 
to 22, and the total vote was increased by six (see p. 100). All pro- 
posed amendments had been ruled out of order without a vote. The fact 
that 92 per cent of the membership of the House voted testifies to the 
intensity of feeling on the issue. 


The attempt to recommit the bill to committee was clearly part of 
the strategy which hoped to compel the Senate to vote on Wallace's nom- 
ination for the combined position of Secretary of Commerce and head of 
the lending agencies, since there was practically no opposition in the 
final vote on the bill. After the recommittal motion failed, the bill 
itself was immediately passed by 400 votes to 2 (see p. 100} one vote 
added by correction of the Record). It was signed by the Fresident on 
February 24. 


The Act as approved re-established the independent status of the 
Federal Loan Agency as it had been before the Executive Order of Feb- 
ruary 24, 1942, which had combined it with the Department of Commerce, 
and transferred from the Secretary of Commerce to the Administrator of 
the Loan Agency all relevant powers. It also prohibited transfer of 
powers from the recreated Federal Loan Agency without Congressional 
authorization, and provided for an audit of all Government corporations 
by the General Accounting Office. 


CONFIRMATION OF WALLACE AS SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 


When the nomination of Henry A. Wallace to be Secretary of Commerce 
came before the Senate on March 1, it was confirmed after a short debate, 
S€ to 32. Ten Republicans voted for confirmation, while five Democrats 
voted against it (see p. 104). 





CONFIRMATION OF HENRY A. WALLACE 
CONFERENCE REPORT ON INSURANCE COMPANY BILL 


|. Confirmation of Henry A. Wallace as 
Secretary of Commerce. Approved, 
Mar. 1, 5€é-32. 


2. Conference report on S 340, exempt ing 
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EXEMPTING INSURANCE COMPANIES FROM ANTI-TRUST LAWS 





On June 5, 1944, the Supreme Court ruled that insurance is inter- 
state commerce and therefore subject to the Federal anti-trust laws. 
Even before this decision was handed down, Washington representatives 
of the insurance companies had been advocating a law which would give 
them specific exemption, and such a bill was passed by the House in the 
78th Congress. However, it died in the Senate. 








Fresident Roosevelt endorsed a bill giving some relief to the in- 
surance companies on January 8, 1945. This bill, proposed by Senators 
Joseph C. O'Mahoney (D Wyo.) and Carl Hatch (D N.M.) would have pre- 
served State regulation of the insurance business, but provided that 
any agreement or act of "boycott, coercion or intimidation" was subject 
to Federal law. The bill also proposed that the insurance companies 

be granted a moratorium from other provisions of the anti-trust laws 
until March 1, 1946. 





















The Senate Judiciary Committee, after considering the O'Mahoney- 
Hatch Bill, reported instead a bill drawn by the committee chairman, 
Sexator Pat McCarran (D Nev.),and Senator Homer Ferguson (R Mich.). It 
was brought out in debate that both the O'Mahoney-Hatch Bill and the 
McCarran-Ferguson Bill (S 340) were “modifications of a measure which 
was originally drafted by the legislative committee of the National As- 
sociation of Insurance Commissioners." It was also explained that State 
governments and State Insurance Commissioners were anxious for quick 
action not only to ensure the continuance of State regulation, but also 
to make sure that State taxation of insurance companies would not be 
invalidated by the Supreme Court decision, which had reversed legal 
precedents of many years' standing. The Farm Bureau Federation had sent 
a letter opposing the bill in the form proposed. 












The McCarran-Ferguson measure specifically reaffirmed the right of 
States to regulate the insurance business, and provided a moratorium on 
application of the Sherman Act to the insurance business until June l, 
1947, and of the Clayton Act until January 1, 1948. Authors of the bill 
accepted, in modified form, an amendment originally proposed by Senator 
Abe Murdock (D Utah) which clarified the language to emphasize that the 
anti-trust laws would apply after the dates specified, and although 
there was some objection, the amendment was accepted on a division. 





Senator O'Mahoney supported the bill as amended, and it was passed 
January 25 by voice vote. 


HOUSE ACTION ON THE INSURANCE BILL 


The House Judiciary Committee made three‘changes in the bill as 
passed by the Senate: (1) the language with respect to the Sherman and 
Clayton Acts which had been inserted by the Senate amendment was de- 
leted and the section restored to the form originally reported in the 
Senate; (2) the moratorium was extended to January, 1948, for the Sher- 
man Act as well as for the Clayton Act; (3) the phrase agreement or 
was deleted from the subsection dealing with coercion, which had read 
in the Senate version, "Nothing contained in this section shall render 
the said Sherman Act inapplicable to any agreement or act of boycott, 
coercion or intimidation." 


Representatives Emmanuel Celler (D N.Y.), Clinton P. Anderson (D 
N.M.) and Cleveland M. Bailey (D W.Va.) objected strongly to the changes 
which had been made, and indicated that they were far from enthusiastic 
about the bill in any form. With the assistance of Majority Leader John 
W. McCormack (D Mass.) they obtained one compromise when Representative 
Francis E. Walter (R Fa.), who was handling the bill for the Judiciary 
Committee, agreed to restore the agreement or phrase when the bill reached 
conference with the Senate. This procedure was necessary since the rule 
under which the bill was considered in the House did not permit amendment. 


Walter declared in his discussion of the bill that it was a compro- 
mise substantially as agreed to not only by the State insurance commis- 
sioners, but also by the American Life Convention, the American Mutual 
Alliance, the Association of Casualty and Surety Executives, Inland 
Narine Underwriters' Association, National Association of Mutual Insur- 
ance Agents, National Association of Insurance Agents, National Board 
of Fire Underwriters’ Insurance Executives Association, the National As- 
sociation of Insurance Brokers, and the National Association of Casualty 
and Insurance Agents, covering all of those in the industry affected by 
the Supreme Court decision. 


At the close of the debate on February 14, the House accepted the 
changes made in the Senate Bill by its Judiciary Committee on a division, 
152 votes to 59. 


A motion by Representative John J. Cochran (D Mo.) that the bill 
be recommitted with instructions to strike out the section granting im- 
munity to the insurance companies from the Robinson-Fatman Antidiscrim- 
ination Act, and the Federal Trade Commission Act (which would have af- 
fected insurance advertising), was defeated on a division, 171 to 62. 


The House version of the bill was then passed by a record vote, 
315 to 5& (see p. 108). 





CONFERENCE REPORT AND FINAL PASSAGE 


The conference report compromising the difference between House 
and Senate versions of the Thsurance bill was nearer to the House ver- 
sion than to the one passed by the Senate. It accepted the moratorium 
on both Sherman and Clayton Acts until January, 1948, and limited ex- 
emption from the Robinson-Fatman and Federal Trade Commission Acts to 
the same length of time. The agreement or phrase of the Senate ver- 
sion was restored, but the Senate language spelling out the future 
applicability of the anti-trust laws was not. 


The House accepted the conference report by voice vote on February 
23, without debate. 


On February 27 Senator Claude Fepper (D Fla.) objected strenuously 
to new language in the conference report which had not been in either 
Senate or House version. This language specified that after expira- 
tion of the moratorium the anti-trust laws and the Federal Trade Com- 
mission Act would be applicable to the business of insurance "to the ex- 
tent that such business is not regulated by State law." 


Fepper contended that this would make the moratorium perpetual, to 
the extent that State legislatures and insurance commissioners might 
validate agreements which would otherwise be in conflict with the anti- 


trust laws. Senator Abe Murdock (D Utah) partially agreed with him, 

but argued that the conference report was an improvement on the bill 

passed by the House, and that the Senate conferees were unable to ob- 
tain further concessions. 


After lengthy debate, the Senate agreed to the conference report on 
February 27, by 68 votes to 8 (see p. 104). 


The bill in its final form was approved by the Fresident on March 

9. In addition to the three-year moratorium on application of anti- 
trust and Federal Trade Commission laws against the insurance companies, 
and the further language to which Pepper had objected, it reaffirmed the 
right of the separate States to regulate and tax the insurance business, 
but also reasserted the applicability of the anti-trust laws against 
agreements or acts of boycott, coercion or intimidation by insurance 
companies. In addition, it denied the companies any exemption from the 
National Labor Relations Act or the Fair Labor Standards (Wage-Hour) Act. 





HOUSE VOTES ON INSURANCE BILL AND DEBT LIMIT 


|. S 340, to affirm States' rights to regu- 
late and tax insurance companies, and 
provide a three-year moratorium on appli- 
cation of anti-trust laws to the insur- 
ance business. Fassed Feb. 14, 315-58. 


2. HR 2404, to increase Federal debt lini, 
to $300 billion. Passed March 8, 
356-4. 
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INCREASE IN FEDERAL DEBT LIMIT 


Approval of an increase in the authorized Federal debt was a fore- 
€One conclusion, since the Government was within about $17.5 billion of 
the $260 billion previously authorized, and continuing war expenditures | 
would have been endangered by failure to raise the limit. 


HR 2404 authorized an increase of the debt up to $300 billion. 
When he introduced the measure, Representative Robert L. Doughton (D N.C.), 
chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, estimated that the $300 
billion limit would be adequate up to the end of the fiscal year 1946. 


The bill also required that guaranteed obligations of Federal cor- 
porations in the hands of the public be brought under the debt limit. 
Doughton said this affected about $1.5 billion in debt, since the Treas- 
ury had already acquired $11.5°billion of such obligations and was car- 
rying them in the current total. 


Opponents of the bill took the opportunity to urge greater economy 
in Federal expenditures. An amendment by Representative Robert F. 
Rich (R Pa.) which would have held the debt limit to $280 billion was 
defeated 71 to 26, after which the bill was passed by 356 votes to 4 
(see p. 108). Four Republicans voted against the bill: Alvin O'Konski 
(Wis.), Rich, J. Parnell Thomas (N.J.) and Thomas Winter (Kan.). 


Little controversy developed in the Senate, where the bill was 
passed by a voice vote on March 16. It was signed by the President on 
April 3. 





SUBSIDY PAYMENTS BY RFC 


An amendment to the Stabilization Extension Act of 1944, proposed 
by Senator Robert A. Taft (R Ohio) and accepted by Congress, provided 
that subsidy payments must be discontinued after June 30, 1945, unless 
money for them had been specifically appropriated. 


The Taft amendment made it necessary to authorize the continuation 
of subsidy payments by law, both by the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion and the Commodity Credit Corporation (see Section I). S 502, spon+ 
sored by a group of Western Senators interested in the continuation of 
subsidies for high-cost mining operations, was accordingly modified by 
the Senate Banking and Currency Committee to authorize also continuance 
of the “roll-back" subsidy payments on meat, butter, and flour. As re- 
ported by the committee, the bill authorized RFC to make subsidy payments 
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during the fiscal year 1946 up to the following amounts: 


(1) For materials and products other than rubber produced outside 
the United States, $80 million. 


(2) For rubber and rubber products produced outside the United 
States, $60 million. 


(3) For materials and products produced in the United States: 


a) Meat, $560 million. 

b) Butter, $100 million. 

(c) Flour, $190 million. 

(4) Fetroleum and products, $290 million. 

(e) Copper, lead and zinc, $88 million. 

(f) Other materials or commodities, $100 million. 


While this totaled $1,468 million, Senator Abe Murdock (D Utah) 
explained for the committee that at least $500 million would be applied 
to materials purchased by the Government, so the net authorization 
would amount to about $900 million. 


The bill also made continuation of subsidy payments under the 
premium price plan for copper, lead and zinc mandatory until June 30, 
1946. It provided for a shift between one commodity and another up to 
ten per cent of the amount authorized, if directed by the Director of 
Economic Stabilization. 





While Senator Taft, Senator Kenneth S. Wherry (R Neb.) and others 
took occasion during the debate to express their opposition to subsidies 
in principle, there was virtually unanimous agreement that the program 
could not properly be abandoned at the current stage of the war. 


Senator James E. Murray (D Mont.)) offered an amendment to forbid 
Government agencies from withholding subsidy payments in connection with 
any disputed claim, or as a penalty not authorized by law. This was di- 
rected primarily against the alleged withholding of subsidies from firms 
accused of black market operations before they had been convicted in 
court. After extensive debate, the Senate apparently agreed with those 
who said the evidence of abuse was insufficient, and rejected the 
amendment. 


The bill was then passed by voice vote. It was not acted upon by 
the House before the end of the quarter. 


REGISTRATION AND PROTECTION OF TRADE MARKS 
Bills dealing with this subject had been passed three times by the 


House in the last seven years, but had failed of action in the Senate. 
Reporting HR 1654 on March 5, Representative Fritz G. Lanham (D Tex.), 








chairman of a subcommittee of the Committee on Patents, said he hoped 
early action by the House would ensure Senate action before the close of 


the 79th Congress. The House responded by passing the bill immediately 
by voice vote, without debate. 


The bill as passed provided for repeal of all existing legislation 
on the subject, and included 1] titles setting forth a revised statute. 
No action had been taken in the Senate at the end of the quarter. 


KEY COMMITTEES ON TAXES AND ECONOMIC POLICY 


SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE HOUSE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS DEMOCRATS 


Walter F. George (Ga.), chairman Robert L. Doughton (N.C. ), chairman 
David I.Walsh (Mass.) Jere Cooper (Tenn.) 

Alben W. Barkley (Ky.) John D. Dingell (Mich. ) 
Tom Connally (Tex. ) A. Willis Robertson (Va.) 
Josiah W. Bailey (N.C.) Milton H. West (Tex.) 
Harry Flood Byrd (Va. ) Wilbur D. Mills (Ark.) 
Feter G. Gerry (R.I.) Noble J. Gregory (Ky.) 
Joseph F. Guffey (Fa.) A. Sidney Camp (Ga.) 

Edwin C. Johnson (Colo.’) Walter A. Lynch (N.Y. ) 
George L. Radcliffe (M.) Aime J. Forand (R.I.) 
Scott W. Lucas (I11.) Thad F. Wasielewski (Wis.) 
Brien McMahon (Conn. ) Faul H. Maloney (La.) 
Herman F. Eberharter (Fa.) 
Cecil R. King (Calif.) 
Clinton F. Anderson (N.M.) 


REPUBLICANS 


Arthur H. Vandenberg (Mich.) 
Robert A. Taft (Ohio) 

John Thomas (Ida. ) 

Hugh Butler (Neb. ) 


REPUBLICANS 


Harold Knutson (Minn. ) 





Eugene D. Millikin (Colo.) 
Owen Brewster (Maine) 
Harlan J. Bushfield (S.D.) 
Albert W. Hawkes (N.J.) 


PROGRESSIVE 


Robert M. La Follette, Jr. (Wis.) 


Daniel A. Reed (N.Y.) 

Roy 0. Woodruff (Mich. ) 
Thomas A. Jenkins (Ohio) 
Bertrand W. Gearhart (Calif.) 
Frank Carlson (Kan.) 

Richard M. Simpson (Pa. ) 
Robert W. Kean (N.J.) 
Charles L. Gifford (Nass. ) 
Carl T. Curtis (Neb.) 


WALTER F. GEORGE, chairman of the Senate Finance Committee, was elect- 
(0 Ga.) ed first in 1922 to fill a vacancy, and re-elected 
in 1944 for a fifth term. He received the total vote 
of 272,569, as there was no opposing candidate. The vote represented 
nine per cent of the population of Georgia. 
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George is 67. Trained as a lawyer, he served as judge in the Su- 
perior Court, Court of Appeals and Supreme Court of Georgia before his 
election to the Senate. He describes himself as a “liberal within 
the framework of the Constitution." His voting record on domestic is- 
sues has been conservative, and Fresident Roosevelt asked for his defeat 
in the primary election in 1938. However, his support of the Adminis- 
tration's foreign policy won him Administration support in 1944. 


Georgia is primarily an agricultural (cotton) State. The Farm Bu- 
reau is strongly organized. Some increase of industrialization result- 
ed from the war, especially in shipbuilding, and the CIO began to gain 
some strength. Manufacturing industries include textiles, construction, 
lumber milling and food processing; in many of these the AFL is well 
organized. The soft drink industry is especially important. 


ARTHUR H. VANDENBERG is ranking Republican member of the Senate Finance 
(R Mich.) Committee, although Robert M. la Follette, Jr. 
(Frog Wis.), is ranking minority member. Vanden- 
berg was re-elected for his third full term in 1940, having been both 
appointed to fill a vacancy and elected for a short term in 1926. In 
1940 he had a plurality of 113,364 in a total vote of 1,992,844, al- 
though the State gave a margin of only 14,047 votes to Wendell Wilkie 


over President Roosevelt. In 1944, 42 per cent of the population of 
Michigan voted. 


Vandenberg, 61, is an editor and publisher and author of several 
books on Alexander Hamilton. Although he is generally a regular Repub- 
lican and was considered a real possibility for the Republican presi- 
dential nomination in 1944, he has occasionally voted for New Deal meas- 
ures such as Social Security, the Securities and Exchange Act, and price 
control. He was considered mildly isolationist before the war, but has 
been a leader of his party in supporting the Administration's foreign 
policy since Pearl Harbor. He was appointed by President Roosevelt as 
a delegate to the San Francisco United Nations Conference. 


Michigan has a high degree of industrialization in Detroit and a 
number of smaller cities. While the automobile industry is dominant, 
iron and steel, aircraft and furniture are also important. The United 
Automobile Workers-CIO are an important political factor. The State 
has a substantial amount of agriculture as well as industry, and the 
Farm Bureau has considerable strength. 


ROBERT L. DOUGHTON, chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, is 
(oD W.Cc.) second only to Representative Adolph J. Sabath of 
Illinois in length of Congressional service. He 
was re-elected in 1944 for his 18th consecutive term, with a plurality 
of 15,089 in a total vote of 86,101. His 9th North Carolina District 
has a population of 310,225. 
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Doughton was born.Noverber 7, 1863. In his official biography 
in the Congressional Directory he gives his occupation as farmer, but 
in Who's Who he is also listed as a bank president since 1911, which 
was the year he first entered Congress. He had previously served on 
the State Board of Agriculture, in the State Senate, and as director 
of the State's prison. His voting record is generally conservative, 
and especially so on the tax bills which his committee handles. 


The 9th North Carolina District is predominantly rural and small 
town. However, there are a significant number of textile mills in 
four of the counties, and there is some furniture manufacturing. The 
CIO Textile Workers Union is organized in the District, but is not very 


strong politically. The District is in the Northwestern corner of the 
State. 


HAROLD KNUTSON, ranking Republican member of the House Ways and Means 
(R Minn.) Committee, has been in Congress longer than any other 
member of his party. He was re-elected for a 15th 
term in 1944 with a plurality of 37,474 in a total vote of 118,3€2. 
Fopulation of the 6th Minnesota District which he represents is 334, 78l. 


Knutson is 65. Starting as a printer, he became an editor, and is 
now publisher of the Wadena Fioneer Journal. He is also the most power- 
ful figure in the Republican Party machine in Minnesota. His voting 
record is consistently conservative. 


The 6th Minnesota District consists of 15 counties in the central 
part of the State. It is completely rural-agricultural, with a thriv- 
ing dairy industry. The Farm Bureau and dairy organizations are both 
strong. A large part of the population is of Scandinavian, Irish, and 
German-Catholic ancestry. Organized labor has virtually no strength. 


SENATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE HOUSE INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE COMMITTEE 
DEMOCRATS 
DEMOCRATS 
Josiah W. Bailey (N.C.), chairman Clarence F. Lea (Calif.), chairman 
John H. Overton (La. ) Robert Crosser (Ohio) 
Theodore G. Bilbo (Miss. ) Alfred L. Bulwinkle (N.C.') 
George L. Radcliffe (Md.) Virgil Chapman (Ky.) 
Claude Pepper (Fla.) Lyle H. Boren (Okla.) 
James M. Mead (N.Y.) Lindley Beckworth (Tex.) 
W. Lee O'Daniel (Tex.) J. Percy Friest (Tenn. ) 
Fat McCarran (Nev. ) Oren Harris (Ark.) 
Albert B. Chandler (Ky.) George G. Sadowski -(Mich.) 
John L. McClellan (Ark.) Richard F. Harless (Ariz.) 
Warren G. Magnuson (Wash.) John W. Murphy (Fa. ) 
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SENATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE HOUSE INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 


(continued) COMMERCE COMMITTEE (continued) 

REPUBLICANS DEMOCRATS (continued) 
Hiram W. Johnson (Calif.) Edward A. Kelly (111) 
Arthur H. Vandenberg (Mich. ) Luther Fatrick (Ala.) 
Qwen Brewster (Maine) John B. Sullivan (Mo.) 
Harold H. Burton (Ohio) Dwight L. Rogers (Fla.) 
Alexander Wiley (Wis. ) Benjamin J. Rabin (N.Y.) 
Edward V. Robertson (Wyo. ) 
Guy Cordon (Ore. ) REPUBLICANS 
C. Wayland Brooks (I11.) 
Thomas C. Hart (Conn.) Charles A. Wolverton (N.J.) 


Fehr G. Holmes (Mass.) 

B. Carroll Reece (Tenn.) 
Charles A. Halleck (Ind.) 
Carl Hinshaw (Calif. ) 
Clarence J. Brown (Ohio) 
Evan Howell {I11.) 
Leonard W. Hall (N.Y.) 
Thomas D. Winter (Kan. ) 
Joseph P. O'Hara (Minn. ) 
Wilson D. Gillette (Fa.) 


AMERICA® LABOR PARTY 


Vito Marcantonio (N.Y.)) 


JOSIAH W. BAILEY, chairman of the Senate Commerce Committee, received 
(D w.c.) a plurality of 111,262 in a total vote of 349,592 
when he was re-elected in 1942 for a third term. In 
1944, 21 per cent of the population of North Carolina voted. 


Bailey, lawyer and former editor of a religious paper, is 72. His 
voting record has been generally anti-New Deal, except on foreign pol- 
icy, and he is one of the leaders of the conservative group of Southern 
Senators. He has frequently opposed or attempted to limit public power 
developments, and his committee is likely to handle public power bills. 


Among Southern States, North Carolina is one of the leaders in the 
growth of industrialization, but agriculture is still the main occupa- 
tion, and tobacco the most important farming enterprise. Industry is 
centered in textiles and tobacco. Farm organization has strength. The 
CIO is growing in both textile mills and the tobacco manufacturing in- 
dustry. The State has no poll tax. 
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WOTE: Facts about Hiram W. Johnson, who was ranking Republican member 

of the Senate Commerce Committee until his death in August, 1945, are 
given in Section IV under Senate Foreign Relations Committee. For Arthur 
H. Vandenberg, next ranking Fepublican on the committee, see the Finance 
Committee above. 


CLAREWCE F. LEA, chairman of the House Committee on Interstate and For- 
(D Cellf.) eign Commerce, received the total vote of 123,81 when 
he was re-elected in 1944 for his 15th consecutive 
term. In the last 11 elections he has had the Republican as well as 
the Democratic nomination, under California's direct primary system. His 
lst California District has a population of 302,984. 


Lea was born July 11, 1874. A lawyer, he served as district at- 
torney of Sonoma County, California, for ten years before his election 
to Congress in 1917. Lea's record as an Administration supporter is 
uneven: he voted for public housing, the wage-hour bill and a Federal 
ballot for soldiers, but against price control in 1941 and for overriding 
the Fresident's tax bill veto in 1944. 


The Ist California District consists of 1] counties in the North- 
western corner of the State. It is predominantly rural, with a major- 
ity of the population engaged in agriculture. Lumbering and lumber 
milling are the largest industries. The Associated Farmers are strong- 
ly organized; labor is not. 


CHARLES A. WOLVERTON, ranking Republican member of the House Interstate 
(ea 8.8.) and Foreign Commerce Committee, was re-elected in 
1944 for his tenth consecutive term. He had a 
narrow plurality of 1,772 in a total vote of 174,379. Fopulation of 
his lst New Jersey District is 370,220. 


Wolverton, a lawyer, was born October 24, 1880. He has voted with 
the Democratic Administration almost as often as against it on key issues, 
and received FAC support in his last campaign. He served as an assist- 
ant prosecutor of Camden County and as a member of the New Jersey legis- 
lature before his first election to Congress in 1927. 


Most of the lst New Jersey District is in the City of Camden, and 
it is predominantly industrial. Largest industries are electrical sup- 
plies, automobiles, shipbuilding, machinery and chemicals. CIO ship and 
electrical workers unions are well organized and politically active, as 
are the AFL construction trades and the railroad brotherhoods. Only 
agriculture is small truck farming. 
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SENATE BANKING AND CURRENCY 
COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS 


Robert F. Wagner (N.Y.), chairman 

Carter Glass (Va.) 

Alben W. Barkley (Ky.) 

John H. Bankhead, 2d (Ala.) 

George L. Radcliffe (Nd.) 

Sheridan Downey (Calif. ) 

Abe Murdock (Utah) 

James G. Scrugham (Nev.; died June 
23, 1945) 

Ernest W. McFarland (Ariz. ) 

Glen H. Taylor (Ida. ) 

J. William Fulbright (Ark.) 

Hugh B. Mitchell (Wash.) 


REPUBLICANS 


Charles W. Tobey (N.H.) 
Robert A. Taft (Ohio) 

John Thomas (Ida. ) 

Hugh Butler (Neb. ) 

Arthur Capper (Kan. ) 

C. Douglass Buck (Del.) 
Eugene D. Millikin (Colo. ) 
Bourke B. Hickenlooper (Iowa) 


ROBERT F. WAGNER, 
(D0 N.Y.) 


HOUSE BANKING AND CURRENCY 
COMMITTEE 


DEMOCRATS 


Brent Spence (Ky.), chairman 
Faul Brown (Ga.) 

Wright Fatman (Tex.) 

William B. Barry (N.Y.) 

A. S. Mike Monroney (Okla.) 
John H. Folger (N.C.) 

H. Streett Baldwin (M.) 
Brooks Hays (Ark.) 

Daniel K. Hoch (Ra.) 

George E. Outland (Calif.) 
William R. Thom (Ohio) 

Feter A. Quinn (N.Y.) 

Chase Going Woodhouse (Conn.) 
John J. Riley (S.C.) 

Albert Rains (Ala.) 


REPUBLICANS 


Jesse F. Wolcott (Mich.) 
Fred L. Crawford (Mich. ) 
Ralph A. Gamble (N.Y.) 
Jessie Sumer (I11.) 
Frederick C. Smith (Ohio) 
John C. Kunkel (Fa.) 
Henry 0. Talle (Iowa) 
Frank L. Sundstrom (N.J.) 
Clarence F. Kilburn (N.Y.) 
Howard H. Buffett (Neb.) 
D. Emmert Brumbaugh (Pa.) 


PROGRESSIVE 


Merlin Hull (Wis.) 


chairman of the Senate Banking and Currency Commit- 
tee, was re-elected in 1944 for his fourth term. He 


had a plurality of 395,079 in a total vote of €,415,- 
918. In that election, 48 per cent of New York State's population voted. 








Wagner was born in Germany June 8, 1877, came to the United States 
as a child and grew up in New York City. He is a lawyer, and he served 
in the State legislature and on the State Supreme Court before his 
election to the Senate. He has sponsored a considerable part of the 
legislation which bears the New Deal stamp, and much of it, such as the 
Wagner Labor Relations Act and the Wagner-Steagall Housing Act, bears his 
name. His voting record shows close to 100 per cent support of measures 
recommended by the Democratic Administration. 


New York State elections have usually produced a fairly close di- 
vision between the Democratic strength in New York City and the Repub- 
lican majority upstate. In recent years the American Labor Party has 
held a balance of power, and in 1944 this was shared with the Liberal 
Farty, a more conservative group which had split off from ALF. Wagner 
was nominated in that year by both ALP and the Liberal Farty as well as 
by the Democrats, continuing to receive the strong labor support which 
he has always enjoyed. 


CHARLES W. TOBEY, ranking Republican member of the Senate Committee on 
(R W.H.) Banking and Currency, is serving his second term in 
the Senate. He was re-elected in 1944 with a plu- 
rality of 4,041 in a total vote of 217,057. Forty-seven per cent of 
the State's population voted. 


Tobey was born July 22, 1€80. A businessman, he was formerly pres- 
ident of the F. M. Hoyt Shoe Company. Before his election to the Senate 
he had served for twenty years as a member of the New Hampshire legis- 
lature, Member of Congress, and Governor of the State. His voting ree- 
ord shows an almost complete transformation from conservative isolation- 
ist to liberal internationalist. He is now one of the leaders of the 
progressive wing of the Republican Farty. 


wOTE: For political characteristicg of New Hampshire, see Section II, 
Senate Appropriations Committee, Styles bridges (p. 31). 


BRENT SPENCE, chairman of the House Committee on Banking and Currency, 
(0 Ky.) is serving his eighth term in Congress. In 1944 he had 
a plurality of 12,622 in a total vote of 77,967. The 
population of his 5th Kentucky District is 225,426. 


Spence was born December 24, 1874. He is a lawyer, and was city 
solicitor of Newport,Kentucky, and a State Senator before his election 
to Congress. He has been a consistent supporter of the Democratic ad- 
ministration, on both farm and labor issues, but has not been a partic- 
ularly active leader in New Deal battles. 














The 5th Kentucky District consists of nine counties in the North- 
ern part of the State. It is predominantly rural, with some coal min- 
ing and steel production. Outside of the political parties, there are 
no organizations with much political strength in the District. 


JESSE P. WOLCOTT, 


ranking Republican member of the House Committee on 
(R Mich.) 


Banking and Currency, was re-elected in 1944 for his 
eighth consecutive term, with a plurality of 39,157 
in a total vote of 120,661. Population of the 7th Michigan District, 
which he represents, is 314,368. 


Wolcott, a lawyer, is 52. He is a veteran of World War I, and was 
prosecuting attorney of St. Clair County, Michigan, before his election 
to Congress. His voting record is middle-of-the-road conservative, and 
generally faithful to the Republican leadership in the House. He is the 
Republican authority in the House on monetary problems. 


The 7th Michigan District is predominantly rural-agricultural, ly- 
ing outside the Detroit industrial area. The Farm Bureau is well organ- 
ized. Industrial development is limited to small manufacturing, and 
labor organization is not strong. 


SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON TAXES AND 
ECONOMIC AFFAIRS 





FIRST QUARTER, 





Bill Number Offered by 
S 340 Fat MoCarran (D 


Nev. ) and Homer 


Ferguson (R Mich. ) 


S 375 Walter F. George 
(D Ga.) 

HR 37 Sam Hobbs 
(D Ala.) 


1945 


To Frovide 


Moratorium on applica- 
tion of anti-trust laws 
to insurance companies 
(see p. 105). 


Separation of Federal 
Loan Agency from Com- 
merce Department (see 
p. 96). 


Amendment of Bankruptcy 
Act affecting railroad 
reorganization. 


Action Taken 





Passed Senate 
Jan. 25; House 
Feb. 14; Conf. 
report passed 
House amended 
Feb. 23; Senate 
Feb. 27; ap- 
proved March 9. 


Fassed Senate 
Feb. 1; House 
Feb. 16; ap- 
proved Feb. 24. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 14. 








Congressional Action, first quarter 1945, Summary - continved: 


Bill Number 





HR 1429 


HR 2264 


HR 1439 


HR 1654 


HR 2404 


HR 534 


Offered 


Robert L. Doughton 


(D N.C.) 


Carter Nanasco 
(D Ala.) 


Fritz G. Lanham 
(D Tex. ) 


Fritz G. Lanham 
(D Tex.) 


Robert L. Doughton 


(D N.C.) 


Ernest W. 
(D Ariz.) 


Joseph F. O'Hara 
(R Minn. ) 


Edward H. Rees 
(R Kan.) 


McFarland 


To Provide 


Fermission for War Ship- 
ping Administration to 
disregard limitation in 
paying employers' tax. 


Frohibition against pay- 
ment of fees by subcon- 
tractors to prime con- 
tractors on government 
contracts. 


Adjustment of patent laws 
to protect against in- 
validation by reference 
to foreign invention. 


Revision of trade mark 
laws (see p. 111). 


Increase of Federal 
debt limit (see p. 110). 


Continuation of RFC 
subsidies (see p. 110). 


That compensation of Fed- 
eral employees be subject 
to State tax only in State 
of domicile. 


Tax exemption for Civil 
Service retirement 
benefits. 
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Action Taken 





Fassed House 
Feb. 25; Senate 
Mar. 15; ap- 
proved Mar. 24. 


Passed House 
Mar. 5. 


Fassed House 
Mar. 5. 


Fassed House 
Mar. 5. 


Fassed House 
Mar. 8; Senate 
March 26; ap- 
proved April 3. 


Fassed Senate 
Mar. 15. 


Fassed House 
Mar. 15. 


Recommitted 
by House, 
Mar. 2l. 

















Congressional Action, first quarter 1945, Summary - continued: 





Bill Number Offered by 
S 681 George L. Rad- 
cliffe (D Md.) 
S 62 Arthur F. Van- 
denberg (R Mich.) 
H Res 50 Clarence Cannon 
(D Mo.) 
H Res €0 William M. Colmer 
(D Miss.) 
H Res 64 Wright Fatman 
(D Tex. ) 
H Res 93 Lyle H. Boren 
(D Okla. ) 
H Res 187 Clarence F. Lea 


(D Calif.) 


To Provide 


Increase and extension 
of time for NHA insured 
mortgages on war housing. 


Exempt issues under $300, - 
QO0O from Securities Act 
of 1933. 


Study of executive 
agencies by Approp- 
priations Committee. 


Continuation of Special 
Committee on Fost-war 
Economic Policy and 
Planning. 


Select Committee to 
study small business. 


Continuation of inves- 
tigation by Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce 
Committee, including 
grade labeling and 
newsprint. 


Continuation of petroleum 
investigation by subcommit- 
tee of Interstate and For- 
eign Comrerce Committee, 
including oil reserves and 
gasoline rationing. 
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Action taken 





Passed Senate 
Mar. 15; House, 
amended, War. 
20; conf. re- 
port passed 
House and Sen- 
ate Mar. 27; 
approved Mar. 
3l. 


Passed Senate 
Mer. 27. 


Fassed House 
Jan. 9. 


Passed House 
Jan. Lé. 


Fassed House 
Jan. 18. 


Fassed House 
Feb. 26. 


Fassed House 
Var. 20. 











VOTING RECORD OF MEMBERS OF THE SENATE 
ON TEN MAJOR BILLS, JANUARY-MARCH |945 


1 Nomination of Aubrey Williams 
as REA administrator; rejected 
March 23, 52-36 


2 La Follette amendment to pro- 
vide peelver planning fund of 
$75,000,000; defeated March 13, 42-31 


3 Amendment to eliminate penalty 
clause in Manpower Draft Bill- 
passed March 6, 44-35 


4% = =Amendment to strengthen "work- 
or-fight," defeated March 7, 54-27 


5 May Manpower Draft Bill, 
passed March 8, 63-16 


KEY ON VOTING: N-Way; 





& Conference report on Manpower 
Bill; rejected April 3, 46-29 


7 Promotion of Elliott Roosevelt 
to brigadier general; confirmed 
Feb. 12, 53-11 


8 Bailey motion to consider 
Wallace nomination ahead of 

George Bill. Wallace supporters 
voted nay. Defeated Feb. 1, 43-41 


9 George Bill to separate Federal 
Loan Agency from Department of 
Commerce; passed Feb. 1, 74-12 


10 Nomination of Henry Wallace; 
confirmed March 1, 56-32 


Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY-Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-ADsent, 


















































































































































not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 
= ot ied 8 
4 rh Re es toe 
—— a = s|.¢/2 |s |s= |s2] 82] s. | 88 
23] | de] te | 83] 28 |e | 4 | 82 | 33 
JANUARY-MARCH es) ec] e=|i8 |} 3.) 85 | EE] oe] 25 | EF 
sa) 23) +8158 act @etuse ltoewtleslheL 
az|/@n|d55/78 | 26/28 | 88 | 88] S2| S82 
i 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
YEAS | 36 | 31 LE} 27 63 29 53 a1 7% 56 
TOTAL VOTE NAYS 52 42 35 54 16 46 ii 43 12 32 
YEAS | 31 27 20 2 39 18 43 15 37 a5 
DEMOCRATS NAYS 19 i4 25 a5 7 21 S.... 32 ii 5 
YEAS a 3 23 25 23 ii 9 26 36 10 
EPUBLICANS! Ways | 33 | 28 | 10 8 9 | 28 | a1 | 10 27 
i 
N N N 4 Y y Y 35 ee y 
Y Y N N Y Y Y N N Y 
Y Y Y N Y A Y N Y Y 
McFarland (D) Y Y Y N Y N Y N Y yi 
ARMANSAS sc ca 
Fulbright (0) N Y N N AY Y Y Nn | oY 
McClellan (0) N N A N Y y Y y | Y Y 
Downey (D) Y Y Y N Y \ Y n | y 
Johnson (R) N A Y A A N N y | Y N 
Millikin (R) N N Y N N N Y Y 5s Be 
Johnson (0) Y N Y N Y N Y Y er 
CONNECTICUT . 
McMahon (0) Y Y N N Y N AY N N y 
Hart (R) N N y Y N Y Y 
These votes are in the order in which they are discussed 
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in the text. 








KEY ON VOTING: N-Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-ADsent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 





TEN KEY 
SENATE VOTES 


JANUARY-MARCH 





from Manpower Bill 
Elliott Roosevelt 
Wallace Nomination 





Nomination 
Planning Fund 
Cut Penalty 
Amendment 

Draft Bill 
Conference Report 





Aubrey Williams 
a 


# "“Work-or-fight 
o May Manpower 
o Manpower Bill 
~ Confirmation o 
© agency Bill 
OuHenry Wallace 


Ge or 0 
Russell (D 





Tayle- (D0 
Thomas (Rk) 


Brooks (& 
Lucas (D 


Capehart (R 


Hickenlooper (R) 
Wilson (R 





Capper (R) 
Reed (R) 


Barkle i) 
r (D0 


Overton (D) 


Brewster (R) 
White (R 


Radcliffe (0 
Tydings (D 


Saltonstall (R) 
Walsh (0 


Ferguson (R) 
Vandenberg (R) 


Ball (R) 
Shipstead (R) 


Bilbo (0 
Eastland (0 








KEY ON VOTING: N-Nay; Y-Yea; GP-General pair; PY-Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-AbDsent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN-Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


TEN KEY 
SENATE VOTES 


JANUARY-MARCH 





> 
~ 


power 


Draft Bill 





power 
Conference Report 


t 
from Manpower Bill 


y 
Wallace Nomination 


ee 
coal 
e 
> 
vo 
n 
° 
° 
4 
a 
ew) 
° 
on] 
= 
Loni 
>) 


Aubrey Williams 
Nomination 
Planning Fund 
Henry Wallace 





~ Post-War 
ed Agency Bill 


a 
an 
~ 
@ 


Wheeler (D0 


Butler (R) 
Wherry (R) 


fn 
Scrugham (D0 


Bridges (R) 


Hawkes (R 
ith (R 


Chavez (D0 
Hatch (D0 


Mead (D 
Wagner (D 





Burton (R) 
Taft (Rk 


Moore (R) 
Thomas (D 


Cordon (Rk) 
M e (R 


Guffey (0) 
Myers 


Gerr 
Green 


Johnston (0) 
Maybank (D 
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KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-Absent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 





TEN KEY 
SENATE VOTES 


JANUARY-MARCH 


Nomination 
Planning Fund 

Cut Penalty 

from Manpower Bill 
Amendment 

Draft Bill 
Manpower Bill 
Conference Report 
Elliott Roosevelt 
Bailey Motion on 
Wallace Nomination 
George Lending 
Agency Bill 


~ Confirmation of 


® Post-War 


na 


* Aubrey Williams 
@ "Work-or-fight" 
o May Manpower 
Confirmation of 
©Henry Wallace 


@ 
.) 


McKellar (0 
tewart (D 





Connall D 
O'Daniel (D 


Murdock (D 
Thomas (D 


Aiken (R) 
Austin (R 


Byrd (D0 
Glass (D 


Magnuson (D0 
Mitchell (D) 





Kilgore (D0 
Revercomb (R) 


LAFOLLETTE (P 
Wiley (R) 


O*Mahone 0 
Robertson (R 
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VOTING RECORD OF MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE 
ON TENMAJOR BILLS, JANUARY-MARCH 1945 


1 Appropriation to complete 1945 6 Draft nurses into armed forces; 
Census of Agriculture; passed passed March 7, 347-42 
Feb. 7, 198-171 


7 Establish permanent Committee on 
2 Appropriation for State, Justice Un-American Activities; passed Jan. 3, 
and Commerce Departments, Judiciary 208-186 
and Federal Loan Agency; passed 
March 19, 323-18 8 Authorize funds for Committee on 
Un-American Activities; passed 
3 Department of Agriculture Ap- March 7, 315-54 
propriation for 1946; passed 
March 24, 256-16 9 Recommit bill to divorce loan 
agencies from Commerce Department 


























































































































4 = =May Manpower Draft Bill; (Wallace opponents voted yea); de- 
passed Feb. 1, 246-167 feated Feb. 16, 204-196 
5 Conference report on Manpower 10 Moratorium on anti-trust laws 
Draft Bill; approved March 27, for insurance companies; passed 
167-160 Feb. 14, 315-58 
KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y—Yea; GP—General pair; PY-Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-absent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN-Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 
ow S vd be 1 ! 
HH. ae So tc cee 
S| an =o wo ‘le eeael pee 3 
TEN KEY ™ Ae on . © 06 p> Ye ss = = 
< “ae + OF lr ao 
HOUSE VOTES e = = os = = he — = = O <n a —- “ 
” ow hehe) ~~ & Quen « a ack Sal ~~ 5) 
S 3/85] s2| 37/22 | » (S$88/"S8| zo | 3 
= | JANUARY-MARCH 301 o¢0]| 3 =e | 390 S lea’ las Eis 
~ YN -rt hee “+ te QwH n Steniuhed”A ow s] 
n at ac «a > sd aa is) eeooi a de 1o io) n 
pag % ow ar oo St S90 3 se pe 3s Een eo a 
a ox =x<nM =<=€E =a =x=O =z oO el eect e Zo — 
1 2 3 q 5 6 7 8 9 10 
TOTAL YEAS |198 |323 | 256 | 246 | 167 | 347 | 208] 315] 196/345 
VOTES NAYS j4718 18 | 16 |167/|160| 42/| 186 54 | 204] 58 
DEMO- YEAS |195 |188 |152 | 180] 139] 207} 70] 151| 221150 
CRATS NAYS . 0 1 | 50| 48 5|150| 47| 200| 56 
REPUB- YEAS 2 1137 | 102 65 | 27 | 138) 138| 164| 174|165 
LICANS NAYS 164 18 45 | 236:1 £42 37 34 6 2 0 
ALABAMA 
3 Andrews (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
i Boykin (0D) Y Y A Y Y Y Y Y Y GP 
2 Grant (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y 
4 Hobbs (D) Y GP GP Y GP Y Y Y N Y 
6 Jerman (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y \ Y N Y 
7 Manasco (D) Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y N Y 
9 Patrick (D) Y Y Y Y N Y N N N Y 
5 Rains (D) Y y y y . A N A N Y 
b Sparkman (0) Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y N Y 
Harless (0) ‘ Y Y AN PN Y A Y N A 
AL | Murdock (0) 1 Y Y GP Y Y N Y N Y 
i Cravens (0) + Y ¥ Y N . Y Y Y y 
i Gathings (Dj) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
7 Harris (D) Y Y Y Y N Y N Y N Y 
5 Hays (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y N A 
2 Mills (D) Y Y y Y Y Y Y Y N Y 
T 
































hese votes are in the order in which they are discussed in the text. 
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KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—-Paired for; Pu-Paired against; A-ADsent, 














































































































































































not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR—-Not recorded. 
uo to 
“3 | a3 eo] . late] zs x 
TEM KEY e]2e]es)e./20 | £2 [sstlsse) -] & 
z [HOUSE VOTES Se 12> | 28] se /s8] o [eshlSs8] 22] 8 
= | JANUARY-MARCH 2] eo] 8 |] #2 /sS] & leeolez°| gs] & 
@ at as ca mys aca — ooo avo vo n 
S S82 | 2a | 22 | £4 | 28 z |SSr/25s| 23) § 
i 2 3 a 5 6 7 8 9 10 
i Roe (0) Y x) Y Y \ 
5 Sasscer t) Y Y Y Y N Y 
6 Bates (R) A GP GP Y GP Y Y Y Y Y 
2 Clason (R) N Y Y Y {RY Y Y Y Y Y 
ii Curley (0D) GP Gp | GP ‘ “y Y N GP N Y 
9 Gifford (R) N Y GP Y PY Y Y Y Y Y 
8 Goodwin (R) ‘ Y ‘ Y S Y Y Y Y Y 
10 Herter (R) N Y GP Y Y Y \ Y Y Y 
i Heselton (R) N Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y 
Holmes (R) PN Y N N N GP N GP Y Y 
7 Lane (D) Y GP GP N \ Y N Y ‘ Y 
12 McCormack (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y ‘ Y 
is Martin (R) N Y GP Y GP Y Y Y Y Y 
3 Philbin (0) Y GP | Gp | oN “Sa Y Y Y Y 
5 Rogers (R) N Y Y Y Y GP Y GP Y Y 
_Wigg lesworth (R) s Y ‘ Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
6 Blackney (R) ‘ Y GP ‘ GP Y A Y GP Y 
ii Bradley (R) ‘ GP Y N PN ‘ Y Y PY A 
8 Crawford (R) GP GP Y N N N A Y Y Y 
15 | Dingell! (Dd) GP Y Y Y PY Y A GP . Y 
17 Dondero (R) ‘ Y Y N PN Y Y Y Y PY 
+ Engel (R) ‘ Y Y ‘ ‘ Y ‘ s Y Y 
fy Hoffman (R) N Y GP N PN N Y Y Y Y 
12 Hook (0) Y Y A N N A N N N s 
5 Jonkman (R) N Y Y N N Y Y Y Y Y 
16 Lesinski (0) Y Y A N GP A N A N N 
2 Michener (R) ‘ Y Y Y ‘ Y Y Y Y Y 
43 O'Brien (D) Y Y Y ‘ ‘ Y \ Y ‘ ‘ 
ia Rabaut (D) Y Y Y s \ \ ‘ Y ‘ Y 
i Sadowski (D) Y Y Y N 4 A N GP N N 
3 Shafer (R) N N Y N N Y Y Y PY PY 
7 Wolcott (R) y Y GP N s N Y Y Y Y 
10 s . Y s N ‘ Y Y Y Y 
7 Andersen (R) N N Y N 4 Y Y Y Y Y 
1 Andresen (R) N Y 4 N N Y Y Y Y 
3 Gallagher (D) Y Y N Y Y s \ N Y 
y Hagen (R) s GP GP N PN GP ‘ GP Y Y 
5 Judd (R) 4 Y GP Y PY Y Y Y Y Y 
6 Knutson (R) Y GP Y N AN N Y Y -Y Y 
2 O'Hara (R) N Y Y N N Y Y GP PY 
8 Pittenger (R) N N GP N PN N Y Y Y Y 
¥ Starke 0 Y Y Y N Y a N A N Y 
oy Abernethy (D0) Y Y . Y Y Y Y Y 
6 Colmer (D) GP Y Y Y Y Y Y Y GP GP 
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KEY ON VOTING: N-—Hay; Y-Yea; GP-—General pair; PY—-Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-Absent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; Al-Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 
ee i te - 

“. | £3 3 Ltel He m 

TEN KEY ofSz] esis | 28] § ee se8 6] = 

~ |HOUSE VOTES 33 33 Beles) “81 & 1°*F bE ol } 
3 =)i7 | 28] $8] 58) < |sa8/S38) 2*| 8 
© | JANUARY-MARCH eo) ee| 82] #2] 88] & [Seo/ esc! &s| § 
2 per &s eT r ¢~ - + — ae BH aoe V7 90 Q 
a o< =” <eE =a =38 z ce be rey aod Re 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 

AL | Anderson (0) Y Y 

_ AL | Fernandez (0 PY Y Y N A 
82 Andrews (R) ‘ GP Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
17 Baldwin (R) GP Y GP Y Y Y . ‘ Y Y 
a Barry (0) N ce | ce | y py | yY N . N Y 
29 Bennet (R) ‘ A GP Y Y Y s Y GP Y 
20 Bloom (0) Y Y Y Y Y Y ‘ ‘ N N 
16 Buck (R) N GP GP N N Y A Y Y Y 
25 =| Buckley (0) py | ce | cel y + Y N N N Y 
uy Butler (R) N Y A N GP Y A Y Y Y 
$2 | Byrne (0) Y Y cp | y Y Y Q Y N Y 
_15 Celler (D) Y Y GP ‘ Y Y \ GP \ s 
39 Cole (R) PN Y GP Y GP Y Y Y Y Y 
6 Delaney, Jas. (D) N Y GP Y Y Y N Y N Y 
7 Delaney, Jno. (D) PY Y GP Y PY Y N Y s N 
19 Dickstein (D) Y Y GP Y Y Y "N N ‘ N 
a3 Blsaesser (R) N Y GP N N Y Y Y ¥ Y 
35 Puller (R) N Y GP Y GP N Y GP Y Y 
28 Gamble (R) N Y GP Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
27 Gwinn (R) N Y GP N GP Y Y ¥ Y PY 
37 Fall, B.A. (R) . GP Y N s N Y Y Y Y 
2 Hall, L.W. (R) ‘ Y A Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
36 Hancock (R) \ GP Y Y Y Y Y GP Y Y 
ii Heffernan (D) Y GP GP Y Y Y \ Y N PN 
31 Kearney (R) N GP ; GP N Y b b Y Y 
9 | Keogh (0) Y cp | ce]| y py | y N Y x GP 
3a Kilburn (R) N ‘ N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
3 | Latham (Rk) Peat ¥ cp |$worn) iy Y A Y Y Y 
_ 30 LeFevre (R) N Y Y Y N M Y Y Y Y 
23 Lynch (0D) Y GP | GP] Y Y Y N Y N PN 
18 MARCANTONIO (ALP) Y Y Y Y Y Y ‘ GP ‘ ‘ 
13 O'Toole (0) PY Y GP Y Y A ‘ GP N PN 
8 Pfeifer (D) PY GP GP Y PY Y . Y . PN 
22 Powoll (0) Y GP GP 5 GP Y 5 \ ‘ N 
26 Quinn (D) Y ce | GP Y Y Y 5 Y N Y 
24 Rabin (D) Y Y GP Y Y Y s s . N 
is Rayfield (D) s GP GP Y PY Y ‘ . N ‘ 
45 Reed (R) N Y GP N N N Y Y Y Y 
5 | Roo (0) Y ce | cel y Y Y N Y ce] y 
40 Rogers (0) Y A Y GP N Y N N N Y 
12 Rooney (D) Y GP GP Y Y Y N Y N ‘ 
i Sharp (R) ‘ N GP Y s Y A Y Y Y 
10 Somers (0) PY GP GP Y Y Y A Y ‘ . 
38 Taber (R) \ 4 ‘ Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
33 Taylor (R) N fi GP Y GP 7 N Y Y Y 
21 Torrens (0) Y GP GP Y PY Y N Y ‘ s 
a1 Wadsworth (R) ‘ Y GP Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
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KEY ON VOTING: N~Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-ADsent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 
.S] 28 ; 

| Bs 8 bead 2s ‘ 

TEN KEY oi Soi eels i281 3 |eceieesl «al & 

. |HOUSE VOTES so] 82] 38) 82/208] & |Stelscé] 2] 2 
E oz | e.| 22| 22 | e2| = |828|ee8] g2| : 
S| JANUARY-MARCH a2} eo] Sl] =z] ee] 3 [Sa vlecs| Ee] § 
_ Set oot oat Se 1 SS 5 TEelishat os : 
a om | an | ee | =a] =O = |SO8cl£Sc| SE Si 
i 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

3 Angell (R) Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
4 Elisworth (R) Y N GP GP Y GP Y Y 
1 Mott (R) GP A GP Y A Y Y ¥ A 
2 Stockman (Rk) N Y Y Y GP Y N N Y Y 
i Barrett (D) Y GP GF Y ¥ Y N N N Y 
3 Bradley (D) Y GP GP Y PY Y N N N N 
22 Brumbaugh (R) N GP GP N N Y Y Y Y Y 
_29 Campbell (R) N Y Y N N Y Y Y Y Y 
30 Corbett (R) N GP Y N N Y Y Y Y Y 
32 Eberharter (D) Y Y GP Y PY Y N Y N Y 
12 Fenton (R) N Y Y N N Y Y Y Y Y 
11 Flood (0) Y A Y N N Y N N N Y 
31 Fulton (R) N A Y NR N Y A Y N Y 
19 Gavin (R) N GP GP N N A Y Y Y 
8 Gerlach (R) N GP A N N Y N Y Y Y 
14 Gillette (R) N Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y 
25 Graham (R) N Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y 
2 Granahen (0) Y A GP N N Y N N N Y 
5 Green (D) Y A GP N N Y N GP N N 
21 Gross (R) N Y Y N N PY Y GP Y Y 
13 Hoch (D) PY Y GP N N Y N Y N Y 
27 Kelley (D) GP Y Y N N Y N N N \ 
9 Kinzer (R) N Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y 
18 Kunkel (R) N Y GP Y N Y N Y Y Y 
16 McConnell (R) N Y GP N N N Y Y Y Y 
6 McGlinchey (D) A A GP N Y Y N N N Y 
24 Morgen (0) Y A A N GP Y N GP N N 
10 Murphy (0) Y A A Y Y Y N Y N Y 
28 Rodgers (R) N 7 Y N N N Y Y Y Y 
15 Rich (R) ‘ ‘ \ N \ N Y Y Y Y 
4 Sheridan (0) GP GP GP N PN GP N A PN ON 
17 Simpson (R) N Y GP N N A A A Y Y 
23 Snyder (D) Y Y Y Y N Y N Y N Y 
26 Tibbott (Rk) N Y Y N N Y Y Y Y Y 
20 | Walter (0) N “ Y Y y “ N Y N Y 
33 Welss (D) GP Y GP N GP Y N N N N 
Wolfenden (R) N Y GP N ‘ N Y Y Y Y 

A GP A NR ‘ Y A GP N Y 

Y GP Y Y Y Y N Y N Y 

a Bryson (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y \ Y 
— Hare (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y GP GP 
6 McMillan (0) Y Y Y y v: Y Y Y ce | GP 
5 Richards (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y 
2 Riley (D) Y Y Y Y ¥. Y Y Y N Y 
i Rivers (D) A A GP Y PY GP Y A Y A 
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NR-Not recorded. 


y; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-AbD 
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VOTING RECORDS OF PRESENT MEMBERS OF CONGRESS, 1919-44 


As background of the 79th and later Congresses, the Congressional 
Quarterly gives on the following pages tables showing how each member 
of the present Congress voted on key issues since the end of World War 
I, extending back in each case to the individual member's first term. 


These key issues have been selected with the advice of officials 
in the Capitol and experienced Washington newspapermen, to give a fair 
representation of each Congressman's attitude on foreign affairs, tax- 
es, public welfare, civil liberties, labor, commerce and industry, and 
other major topics. 


Some major pieces of legislation have been omitted because they 
were virtually non-controversial, because there was no record vote which 
reflected a clear-cut division of opinion or, in a few cases, because 
conditions have changed completely in the years since the vote was taken. 
For example, the editors did not feel that the 77-2 vote by which the 
Senate accepted House changes in the 1935 Neutrality Resolution has much 
significance as part of the record of present members of Congress. There 
was no other record vote at that time in either house. 


In general, the record vote given here is on final passage of bills 
or resolutions. In a few cases, however, votes on amendments or on sus- 
taining or overriding a veto have been selected as more indicative of 
the actual division of opinion. The nature of the vote chosen is ex- 
plained in the captions and the text. The records are arranged in reverse 
chronological order, beginning with the most recent and ending with the 
earliest. 


Explanations of the issues involved in each record vote are given 
in the text preceding each set of tables. A blank space opposite the 
name of any Member of Congress in any table means that he was not in 
Congress at the time the vote was taken or was absent or not voting. 
Successive tables are condensed to drop names of present members who 
were not present when the votes were taken. 


The party breakdowns of the total votes listed are for the major 


parties only. The totals of the party votes therefore do not always 
equal the grand totals. 
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CONTENTS OF VOTING RECORDS 1919-1944 





This list shows the subjects on which text and voting record charts 


Each piece of text 
and each corresponding column in a voting chart bedrs a number as in- 


dicated here. The columns at the right indicate whether a chart is 


are given in the following pages in numerical order. 


given for a House vote, a Senate vote, or both. 


Senate 
Sub ject Chart 
Z Tax bill veto-1944... eeoeereeeeeeeeese ee eeeeeeeeeeeee x 
2 Froposal to kill Committee on Fair Employment 
Te ee ee Te TT TTT edecenesus x 
BS BORRser FeSO Bille cccccccvccvccccevevcscceseosecs x 
4 Authorization for United Nations Relief and 
Rehabilitation Administration-1944...... sbeeeoees x 
5 Smith-Connally Anti-Strike bill veto............. x 
6 Amendment to prohibit $25,000 salary limitation... x 
7 Appropriation for National Resources Planning 
ae i kd ee ae i eres gee x 
8 Increase in base pay for servicemen to $50 a 
NN 6s. 6 cbse eee ewes eeeere eeeeneseeeer eee x 
9 "Farm bloc amendment" to include farm labor costx 
in figuring parity-1942...ccccccccccccccccecevese X 
10 ee ESS a a eee eeeee eeee x 
ll Extension of service period of drafted men....... X 
12 Fair Labor Standards Act-1938....cccccccseceeeses X 
13 Naval expansion bil1-1938......ceeeecenecececvevee X 
14 Government reorganization-1938....c.cceeeceeceeee X 
15 Federal Crop Insurance Act-1938.......ececcccceee X 
16 Wate Hous ing SS | Ee ee ee eT ea eae x 
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eoeeeeee 


eeeeeee 


House 
Chart 














Contents of Voting Records 1919-1944 - Continued 


Senate House 


Subject Chart Chart 
17 Froposal to enlarge Supreme Court-1937........... X 


18 Proposal to return control of relief to 
| ae 


oercccceccoe peeeeses ° BS cearsece x 
19 Sail Conservation Act-1936......ccccceccccccccsee x cocccece x 
20 Soldier bonus veto-1936...ccccccccccccccccvcccees > TTT TTT x 
21 Guffey-Snyder Coal Act-1935....... $veeceseesesecs SB  eeesase x 
22 Public Utility Holding Company Act-1935.......... x cseeeee & 
23 Labor Relations Act-1935........ ccccccces cccccce . = cocece 

24 Social Security Act-1935...... eccccscocecee Seeees x — x 
25 Relief Act-1GS. ccccccccccccccccccccccancccccscce ZS = a wenews x 
26 U.S. participation in World Court-1935........... x TTT TT 

27 Reciprocal Tariff Act-1934........... covcece seooes & souceas Ss 
2@ Securities Exchange Act-1934..... ccccsecccsoccces & cosccoe 2 
29 Gold Devaluation-1934......eeeeeeee ccccccccccccoe KS .sseene x 
30 National ‘Industrial Recovery Act-1933...... ecccee Re eeewes x 
31 Tennessee Valley Authority Act-1933.............. XZ  cecseses x 
32 Agricultural Adjustment Act-1933....... teasetetne & cococos X 
33 Federal Emergency Relief Act-1933....ceeeeeee tre 2 iooeses 2 
34 Prohibition Repeal-1933.....ccceccccccnccccece =e x soscnes. & 


35 Norris-LaGuardia Anti-Injunction Act-1932........ Xx teteouwr, 2 
36 Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act-1930......... 
37 Tax reduction-1928......... . 


38 McNary-Haugen Bill-1927...... 
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Contents of Voting Records 1919-1944 - Continued 


Senate House 
Subject Chart Chart 
39 Railway Labor Es Lo ene eee eoeeeteee eee x eoeeeevee x 


40 Disposition of Muscle Shoals Dam-1925............ X ev0escee & 


41 Child Labor Constitutional Amendment-1924....... © BRB evccece x 

Ce Vemptand Ast FatorLGl®, oc ccccvcceccsecsecceceseses S sevens s 2 

43 Woman Suffrage Constitutional Amendment-1919..... xX  .weeceee 

44 League of Nations-1919............ errr yTr rT Tre rrr c- wensees 
-o0o- 


| TAX BILL VETO-1944 
HR 3678, Public Law 235, 78th Congress 


On Washington's Birthday in 1944, the first veto of a tax bill in 
the history of the United States was sent to the Congress. The Fresident 
called it "not a tax bill, but a tax relief bill providing relief not 
for the needy, but for the greedy.” 


The bill, as passed by Congress, cut down the Treasury's request 
for an additional $10.5 billion in taxes to what the Fresident described 
as an increase of a little over $1 billion. 


Wendell Willkie had previously attacked the Treasury for not asking 
Congress for enough money. President Roosevelt's veto message criti- 
cized the bill on several counts: (1) it failed to provide enough revenue; 
(2) it postponed scheduled increases in social security taxes which would 
yield $1.1 billion: (3) it granted unwarranted relief from other taxes 
amounting to $150 million; (4) it ended the authority to renegotiate war 
contracts too soon; (5) it failed to simplify tax laws and tax returns. 


The veto precipitated a revolt in Congress climaxed by resignation 
of the Majority Leader, Senator Alben W. Barkley (D Ky.), and a joint 
statement by Representative Robert L. Doughton (D N.C.) and Representative 
Harold Knutson (R Minn.) of the House Ways and Means Committee, severely 
censuring the Fresident. 


The House voted 299 to 95 to override the veto, with only 89 Democrats 
and three Republicans supporting the President (see p. 179). The Senate 
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followed suit by a vote of 72 to 14, with 13 Democrats and one Republican 
voting to uphold the veto (see p. 167). 


2 PROPOSAL TO KILL COMMITTEE ON FAIR EMPLOYMENT 
PRACTICE (FEPC) - 1944 


Russell Amendment to HR 4879, 78th Congress 


The Committee on Fair Employment Practice (known as FEPC) was estab- 
lished by executive order on June 25, 1%1, and re-established, also by 
executive order, on May 27, 1943. Its declared purpose was "to promote 
fullest utilization of manpower and to eliminate discriminatory employ- 
ment practices," principally those directed against Negroes. 


The House more than once has attempted to abolish this committee by 
denying it funds, but has not permitted a record vote on the issue. 


The Senate in 1944 defeated 39 to 21 an effort by Senator Richard B. 
Russell (D Ga.) to eliminate the FEPC appropriation, with 23 Democrats 
and 16 Republicans voting to keep FEFC and 14 Democrats and seven Repub- 
licans voting to abolish it (see p. 167). 


3 SOLDIER VOTE-i944 
S$ 1285, Public Law 277, 78th Congress 


Under the Soldier Voting Act of 1942, only 28,000 soldier ballots 
were cast in the election of that year. Congress therefore took up the 
question again the following year, and a new bill was passed by the Sen- 
ate on December 3, 1943. Shortly after this bill had been favorably re- 
ported in the House in January, 1944, President Roosevelt sent a special 
message to Congress denouncing the measure as "a fraud upon the American 
people” and he challenged Members of Congress to "stand up and be counted" 
on the issue. 


On February 3, the House rejected the Administration's substitute 
for the pending bill by 224 votes to 168, and passed the bill which had 
been denounced by the President, 328 to 69 (see p. 179). 


The Senate then worked out a compromise measure which allowed the 

use of a Federal ballot if State authorities certified that it was legal 
under the various State election laws. The crucial vote came on a motion 
by Senator John H. Overton (D La.) to substitute the House bill which the 
Administration had considered unacceptable. The Overton motion was de- 
feated only by a tie vote, 42 to 42 (see p. 167), after which the compro- 
mise measure was adopted. With some modification in conference between 
the two houses, this compromise was finally accepted. President Roosevelt 
allowed it to become law without his signature, and sent another message 
calling it "wholly inadequate." 
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In the February 3 House vote 134 Democrats and 191 Republicans voted 
for the "State's Rights" bill, while 65 Democrats and 3 Republicans voted 
against it. The Overton motion in the Senate, on the same proposal, was 
supported by 19 Democrats and 23 Republicans, opposed by 35 Democrats, 
six Republicans and one Progressive. 


4 UNITED NATIONS RELIEF AND REHABILITATION ADMINISTRATION- 1944 
H J Res 192, Public Law 267, 78th Congress 


The United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Administration was es- 
tablished on November 9, 1943. Shortly afterwards Congress voted on 
United States participation, and authorization for a contribution of 
$1,350 million. 


There was little show of partisanship on this issue and the votes 
in the two houses were overwhelmingly favorable. The House passed the 
bill authorizing the appropriation on January 25, 1944 by a vote of 338 
to 54. A total of 149 Republicans joined with 185 Democrats and four 
from the smaller parties, to make up the 338. Opponents included 45 
Republicans and nine Democrats (see p. 179). 


In the Senate, where the vote came on February 17, the measure was 
approved 47 to 14 with 30 Democrats and 16 Republicans for and seven 
Democrats and seven Republicans against (see p. 167). 


5 SMITH-CONNALLY ANTI-STRIKE BILL-1943 
S$ 796, Public Law 89, 78th Congress 


The War Labor Disputes Act, authored by Representative Howard W. 
Smith (D Va.) and Senator Tom Connally (D Tex.) was passed in June, 1943, 
after a renewed work stoppage in the coal mines. It gave the Fresident 
power to take over all striking war plants, provided penalties for insti- 
gating a strike in a government operated plant in defiance of the no- 
strike pledge, provided for a 30-day "cooling off" period, after which a 
strike vote could be taken, and prohibited labor contributions to politi- 
cal campaigns. 


The Fresident vetoed the bill on June 25, saying: "Far from discourag- 
ing strikes, these provisions would stimulate labor unrest and give govern- 
ment sanction to strike agitations."” 


Two minutes after the veto was received, the Senate voted 56 to 25 
to override it, with 29 Democrats and 27 Republicans in favor of the bill 
and 19 Democrats and five Republicans supporting the veto (see p. 167). 
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Three hours later, the House voted 244 to 108 to override the veto 
with 67 Democrats and 37 Republicans siding with the President (see p. 179). 


6 $25,000 SALARY LIMIT RESCINDED-i943 
HR 1780, Public Law 34, 78th Congress 


In October, 1942, President Roosevelt issued an Executive Order 
limiting salaries in 1943 to $25,000 after taxes. 


When the House Ways and Means Committee in February, 1943, was con- 
sidering the Debt Limit Bill, HR 1780, it attached as a rider the terms 
of the Disney Bill which allowed salaries up to the amounts paid as of 
December 7, 1941. Fresident Roosevelt promptly wrote to Committee Chair- 
man Robert L. Doughton (D N.C.) defending his action, which had been taken 
under the Stabilization Act of October 2, 1942. The House, however, 
passed the Debt Limit Bill, including the rider, 268 to 129, with 187 


Republicans for and only 12 against, 81 Democrats for and 113 against 
(see p. 179). 


In the Senate, the Finance Committee substituted a rider prohibiting 
ceilings on salaries and wages which would reduce them below the highest 
levels in the period January 1 to September 15, 1942. The Senate on 
March 23 accepted this proposal 74 to 3, with 43 Democrats and 30 Repub- 
licans for and two Democrats and one Republican against 


The House agreed to the Senate provisions on March 24 by a vote of 
297 to 46. 


The bill became law without the Fresident's signature. 


7 POST-WAR PLANNING-1943 
HR 2798, Public Law 146, 78th Congress 


The National Resources Flanning Board, set up by Congress in 199, 
was the last of a series of agencies (including the National Resources 
Board and the National Resources Committee, established by Executive 
Order) to plan for the development of national resources. The Board was 
not a popular agency with Congress, and when in 1943 it submitted a plan 
for full production and full employment in peacetime, the plan was killed 
by the House without a roll call. 


The House witkheld appropriations for NRFB and then voted to forbid 
the President to use money from his war emergency fund to continue this 
and other agencies cut off by Congress. 


Moreover, in ordering liquidation of the NRFB by August 31, 1943, 
the Congress instructed the President that none of the functions of the 


145 








Boara were to be transferred to any other agency or continued after that 
date. 


The Senate defeated by a vote of 43 to 31 an amendment by Senator 
McKellar (D Tenn.) which would have given NRFB $500,000, about one-third 
of the appropriation requested by the President. Recorded in favor of 
continuing the Board were 26 Democrats and four Republicans; and against 
the Board 17 Democrats and 26 Republicans (see p. 167). 


8 FIFTY DOLLARS BASE PAY FOR SERVICEMEN- 1942 





$ 2025, Public Law 607, 77th Congress 


A bill to increase the pay of servicemen from $21 a month which 
would have given the lowest ratings $42 a month and increased the pay 
for the higher grades was passed by the House and Senate early in 1942 
with only one dissenting vote. The House, however, then revised the bill 
to raise the base pay to $50 a month. The revision was contained in an 
amendment by Representative John E. Rankin (D Miss.) which was passed 
332 to 28 with 17 Democrats and 1] Republicans voting no (see p. 179). 





The Senate accepted the $50 minimum by a vote of 58 to 20 with 13 
Democrats and six Republicans in opposition (see p. 167). 


9 FARM PRICES-1942 
HR 7565, Public Law 729, 77th Congress 


In passing the original Price Control Act in January 1%2, Congress 
included a provision that farm. prices could rise to 110 per cent of parity - 
that is, 10 per cent higher, in proportion, than the standard set for 
other prices and wages. 


In April, 1942, the President proposed an anti-inflation program and 
asked Congress to revise the provision favoring farmers. Although Con- 
egress responded by fixing farm prices at 100 per cent of parity, it 
adopted an amendment to include farm labor costs in figuring parity. 
Known as the “farm bloc amendment," this provision was introduced by 
Representative Faul Brown (D Ga.) and passed the House 205 to 172 (see 
p. 179) and the Senate 48 to 43 (see p. 167). Voting for the amendment 
were 105 Democrats and 99 Republicans in the House and 31 Democrats and 
15 Rerublicans in the Senate. 


Senators voting for the "farm bloc amendment" did so with the under- 
standing that they would have a chance to vote on a substitute amendment 
more in line with Administration policy. This substitute, offered by the 
Majority Leader, Alben W. Barkley (D Ky.), and passed 86 to 4, was modi- 
fied in conference. As finally approved, the act provided for setting 
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farm price ceilings at existing parities and made mandatory the modifica- 
tion of prices of farm commodities and of those produced largely from 
farm commodities when it became necessary to stimulate production or when 
the existing maximums failed to reflect increases in "labor or otker" 
costs since January 1, 1941. 


10 LEND-LEASE-1941 
H Res 1776, Public Law II, 77th Congress 


The first Lend-Lease Bill, passed by the House February 6 and by 
the Senate March 8, 1941, was devised to extend credit to the nations 


fighting the Axis and make the United States in fact "the arsenal of 
democracy." 


This bill, enacted before the United States entered the war, has 
frequently been used as a test of pre-Pearl Harbor isolationism. It 
authorized the Fresident to sell, give, lease, or lend materials of war 
to any country whose defense was deemed vital to the defense of the 
United States and to give other a:sistance previously forbidden by law. 


In the House there were only two record votes, one on the Republican 
recommittal motion, which was defeated 263 to 160; and the final passage 
vote of 260 to 165 (see p. 179), in which 24 Republicans joined with 236 
Democrats for the bill; 135 Republicans and 25 Democrats against. 


In the Senate the bill passed by a majority of two to one - 60 to 3l 
(see p. 167). Ten Republicans, one Independent, and 49 Democrats favored 
the bill; 13 Derocrats, one Progressive, and 17 Republicans opposed it. 


11 EXTENSION OF SELECTIVE SERVICE-1941 


S J Res 95, Public Law 213, 77th Congress 


On Nay 27, 1941 the Fresident declared that the country was in a 
state of national emergency. This was done, in part, because the first 
Selective Service Act of 1940 provided for drafting men for 12 months 
only, unless the “national interest is imperiled,” in which case the 
President was authorized to extend the length of service. 


Congress debated for months the length of the draft extension. On 
August 7, 1941, four ronths before Pearl Harbor, the Senate, by a vote 
of 44 to 28, passed the 18-month extension bill. Opposing were 14 
Democrats and 13 Republicans (see p. 171). 


A few days later, the House passed a slightly amended version of 
the bill by the one-vote margin of 203 to 202. The majority vote was 
cast by 182 Democrats and 2] Republicans. Against the draft extension 
were 65 Derocrats and 133 Republicans (see p. 179). 
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12 FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT-1938 





S 2475, Public Law 718, 75th Congress 


Under pressure from President Roosevelt and organized labor to 
provide for minimum wages and maximum hours, Congress took up a bill fix- 
ing the minimum pay for workers in interstate commerce at 25 cents per | 
hour, rising to 30 cents after one year and 40 cents within seven years; 
and maximum hours without overtime pay at 44 hours, dropping to 4C hours 
after two years. On July 31, 1937, the Senate passed the bill, 56 to 28. 
Supporting the bill were 5] Democrats, two Republicans, two Farmer- 
Laborites and one Frogressive; opposed were 15 Democrats and 13 Repub- 
licans (see p. 171). 


The measure ran into a storm of opposition in the House. It was 
referred to the Rules Committee, which was dominated by Southern Demo- 
crats. After being bottled up for several months, the bill was brought 
to the House floor on December 13, 1937. This was accomplished by a vote 
of 28 to 123 to discharge the Rules Committee from consideration. Four 
days later, however, the bill was recommitted to the committee by a vote 
of 216 to 198. 





A series of parliamentary maneuvers ensued, with opponents carrying 
out a last-ditch fight to keep the measure in Committee. But on May 22, 
1938, the Rules Committee was again discharged from further considera- 
tion, 322 to 73. On May 24 the House passed the Fair Labor Standards 
Act, 314 to 97, with 254 Democrats, 47 Republicans, eight Progressives 
and five Farmer-Laborites for, and 56 Democrats and 41 Republicans 
against (see p. 179). On June 14, 1938, both Houses accepted the con- 
ference report. 


13 NAVAL EXPANSION BILL-1938 
HR 9218, Public Law 528, 75th Congress 


The unsettled international situation caused Fresident Roosevelt in 
1938 to ask Congress to authorize an increase in the size of the United 
States Navy. 


The House passed a bill expanding the Navy on March 21, 1936 by a 
vote of 294 to 100. On this measure 264 Democrats, 29 Republicans and 
one Frogressive voted approval; the adverse vote came from 457 Republicans, 
31 Democrats, seven Frogressives and five Farmer-Laborites (see p. 190). 
An attempt to strike out the provision for additional capital ships was 
defeated by a vote of .275 to 112. 


The Senate passed the bill on May 3, 1938, by a vote of 56 to 28, 
after adding an amendment providing for construction of additional air- 
craft carriers. Favorable were 49 Democrats and seven Republicans; op- 
posed were 17 Democrats, seven Republicans and four minor party members 
(see p. 171). 
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14 GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION-1938 


HR 4425, Public Law 19, 76th Congress 


The perennial subject of reorganization of the administrative agen- 
cies of the Federal Government became a major political issue in 1938 as 
a result of recommendations by a special committee appointed by the 
Fresident to study the subject, and the Fresident's specific request for 
authority to carry out a reorganization. 


Controversy centered on the question of Congressional approval of 
agency shifts or consolidations ordered by the President. Under the terms 
of the bill requested by the Administration, a presidential reorganiza- 
tion order would go into effect unless specifically disapproved by Con- 
gress within 60 days of its promulgation. This was interpreted to mean 
that a two-thirds vote would be required to stop a reorganization order, 
since the Fresident could veto a resolution disapproving the order. 


By narrow margins, the Senate rejected an amendment which would have 
required Congressional approval before a reorganization order went into 
effect, and others to exempt certain agencies from the President's au- 
thority. The bill was passed by the Senate March 2&, 49 votes to 42, 
with 47 Democrats, one Frogressive and one Independent in favor, 26 Dem- 
ocrats, 14 Republicans and two Farmer-Laborites opposed (see p. 171). 


The significant vote in the House came April 8 on a motion to re- 
commit by Representative John Taber (RN.Y.). Although the House had 
previously rejected crippling amendments, the motion to recommit was 
passed by 204 votes to 196, with 108 Democrats joining 88 Republicans 
and eight minor party members in opposition to the bill, while 191 Dem- 
ocrats, five minor party members and no Republicans voted against the 
motion and in favor of keeping the bill alive (see p. 190). After con- 
siderable discussion, the Administration decided to let the bill die, 
and no further votes were taken in the 75th Congress. 


15 FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE ACT-1938 
HR 8505, Public Law 430, 75th Congress 


During the Congressional recess in late 1937, subcommittees of the 
House and Senate Agriculture Committees toured the country, interviewing 
farmers and farm leaders in the hope of obtaining new ideas for rehabili- 
tation of American agriculture. As a result of these studies, plus 
recommendations by Secretary of Agriculture Wallace and Fresident Roose- 
velt, bills were introduced in both houses providing for limitation of 
acreage and crop insurance. 


Atterpts were made in both Committees to apply crop insurance to 
cotton and other commodities as well as to wheat, but the President 
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wanted irsurance restricted to wheat, and his view prevailed. 


The House bill was passed on December 10, 1937, by a vote of 267 
to 130, with 244 Democrats and 12 Republicans favorable, and 56 Democrats 
and 72 Republicans opposed (see p. 190). The Senate passed its bill on 
Decerber 17 by a vote of £9 to 29, with 55 Democrats, one Progressive 
and three Republicans favorable; 14 Democrats, 13 Republicans and two 
Farmer-Laborites against (see p. 171). 


When the two versions went to conference, controversy lasted for a 
month, but both houses finally approved the report in early February, 
1938; the House on February 9 by a vote of 264 to 135, the Senate by 
voice vote on February 14. Fresident Roosevelt signed the bill on 
February 16, 1938. 


16 UNITED STATES HOUSING ACT-1937 
S 1685, Public Law 412, 75th Congress 


The Wagner-Steagall Bill introduced in late February, 1937 was the 
culmination of a long series of public housing bills sponsored by Senator 
Robert F. Wagner (D N.Y.). 


The bill went to the Senate Committee on Education and Labor which 
held it for several months, but finally reported it with amendments 
limiting unit costs and restricting the outlay of money. Debate in the 
Senate was drawn out for nearly two months, but the bill was passed on 
August 6, 1937, by a vote of 6&4 to 16, being supported by 55 Democrats, 
six Republicans, two Farmer-Laborites and one Progressive and opposed by 
eight Democrats and eight Republicans (see p. 171). 


The House acted more quickly and passed the bill on August 18 by a 
vote of 275 to 86, first defeating an attempt to reconmmit it to the 
House Banking Committee. On passage, 239 Democrats, 24 Republicans and 
several minor party members voted yea while 38 Democrats and 4€ Republi- 
cans voted nay (see p. 190). 


House and Senate versions were much alike, and the conferees had 
little difficulty in ironing out the differences. 


President Roosevelt signed the measure on Septerber 1, 1937. 
17 ENLARGE SUPREME COURT-1937 
S 1392, 75th Congress 
After the Supreme Court had handed down several decisions declaring 


New Deal laws unconstitutional, Fresident Roosevelt asked Congress in 
February 1937 for power to enlarge the Court by appointing six additional 
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Jus .1:es. Bills were introduced in both Houses granting this power, and 
were referred to the respective Judiciary Committees. 


The House decided to let the Senate act first. The Senate Conmmit- 
tee opened hearings on March 10 that lasted for six weeks. Public 
Opinion was violently aroused over the issue, which was debated for 
months. President Poosevelt made two speeches urging favorable action. 


On June 14, the Senate Judiciary Committee reported the bill un- 
favorably, ten to eight. Despite this action, it seemed likely that the 
Senate would approve the bill by a close margin. Then in early July, 
Majority Leader Joseph Robinson died. With him, the last hope for the 
measure also died. He had had the pledges of several Senators to follow 
Administration wishes, but his death freed them of their commitments. 


Finally on July 22 a motion by Senator Logan to recommit the bill to 
the Judiciary Committee (tantamount to defeat) carried 70 to 20. In 
support of sending the bill back to committee were 53 Democrats, 16 
Republicans and one Farmer-Laborite. Opposed to this action were 18 
Democrats, one Farmer-Laborite and one Frogressive (see p. 171). 


18 RETURN CONTROL OF RELIEF TO STATES-1936 


HR 12634 (First Relief Deficiency Appropriation) 
Public Law 739, 74th Congress 


Fresident Roosevelt's public relief plan nearly hit a snag in the 
form of a rider by Senator Arthur H. Vandenberg (R Mich.) to the $2.3 
billion appropriation for relief. This rider would have taken adminis- 
tration of relief away from the Federal Government and given it to the 
States. It was generally agreed that the number of people on relief 
rolls and the amount of payments would have been reduced if the amendment 
had been adopted. 


The Senate rejected the rider on June 1, 1936 by 57 to 14, with 50 
Democrats, four Republicans, two Farmer-Laborites and one Progressive 
against, and 13 Republicans and one Democrat for (see p. 171). The bill 
was passed on the same day by a vote of 62 to 14. 


The House had passed the relief bill on May 11 without a State con- 
trol amendment by a vote of 341 to 38 with 269 Democrats, 62 Republicans, 
three Farmer-Laborites and seven Progressives voting yes and 30 Repub- 
licans and eight Democrats voting no (see p. 190). 
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19 SOIL CONSERVATION ACT-1936 
S$ 3780, Puolic Law 461, 74th Congress 


Following invalidation of the Agricultural Adjustment Act by the 
Supreme Court, a plan was developed to accomplish the same purpose by 
different and constitutional means. Instead of paying farmers directly 
for reducing production, the bill which became the Soil Conservation Act 
proposed to pay them for diverting acreage from “soil-depleting surplus 
cash crops" to usages which would conserve the soil and prevent erosion. 


The bill also proposed, after a transition period, to give the money 
to farmers through Federal grants to States which set up their own soil 
conservation programs, instead of making direct Federal payments. An 
amendment proposed by Senator Robert F. Wagner (D N.Y.) to protect con- 
sumers against unreasonably high food prices was defeated with the argu- 
ment that it might impair the constitutionality of the measure. There 
was no strong opposition to the bill; those who voted against it were 
chiefly from industrial sections which would not benefit directly from it. 


The bill was passed by the Senate February 15, 56 votes to 20, with 
49 Democrats, five Republicans, one Farmer-Laborite and one Frogressive 
voting for the bill, nine Democrats and 1] Republicans against. It was 
approved by the House February 21, 267 to 97, with 246 Democrats, 20 
Republicans and one Farmer-Laborite for; 25 Democrats, @& Republicans, 
seven Frogressives and one Farmer-Laborite against. 


20 OVERRIDE VETO ON SOLDIER BONUS-1936 
HR 9870, Public Law 425, 74th Congress 


The issue of paying a bonus to veterans of World War I was inten- 
sified during the depression years. Veterans' organizations lobbied for 
it, and the public was generally favorable. 


In the election year 1936, a bill was passed by Congress to pay a 
cash bonus to the veterans. The Fresident asserted the Treasury could 
not pay the money at the time and vetoed the bill. But Congressional 
sentiment was overwhelmingly in favor of the bonus. The House overrode 
the veto, 326 to 61, on January 24, 1936, with 249 Democrats, 66 Repub- 
licans, three Farmer-Laborites and seven Frogressives voting to override 
and 32 Democrats and 29 Republicans voting to sustain the veto (see p. 190). 
Three days later, the Senate followed suit by a vote of 76 to 19, with 
57 Democrats, 16 Republicans, two Farmer-Laborites and one Frogressive 
voting to override and 12 Democrats and seven Republicans voting to 
sustain (see p. 171). 


152 























21 GUFFEY-SNYDER COAL ACT-1935 
HR 9100, Public Law 402, 74th Congress 


The coal industry in the '30s was suffering from the general depres- 
sion. Low prices prevailed because of low demand and cut-throat competi- 
tion. 


To regulate bituminous coal, two Fennsylvania Democrats - Senator 
Joseph F. Guffey and Representative J. Buell Snyder - sponsored a bill to 
create a Bituminous Coal Commission, provide for minimum prices, and 
prevent unfair trade practices. A tax on producers was included which 
would be substantially reduced if producers accepted the Bituminous Coal 
Code. 


Controversies developed in both houses. Opponents centered their 
attack on the "penalty tax" provision. The House approved the bill on 
August 19, 1935, by a vote of 19 to 168, with 172 Democrats for and 93 
against; 15 Republicans for and 73 against; three Farmer-Laborites and 
four Progressives for, and two Frogressives against (see p. 190). 


In the Senate, Millard F. Tydings (D Md.) offered an amendment to 
eliminate the tax, which was defeated 44 to 29. He then proposed a 
modified amendment reducing the tax substantially. This failed by 40 
to 36. The bill was approved by the Senate on August 22 by a vote of 
45 to 37 with 38 Democrats voting yea and 24 nay; six Republicans yea 
and 12 nay, one Frogressive yea and one Farmer-Laborite nay (see p. 174). 


22 PUBLIC UTILITY HOLDING COMPANY ACT-1935 
§ 2796, Public Law 333, 74th Congress 


President Roosevelt in 1935 asked Congress to enact legislation 
bringing some of the financial operations of certain types of public 
utilities under the control of the Securities Exchange Commission. 


A bill was introduced in Congress early in 19%5 providing for this 
control and containing the famous "death sentence" clause that limited 
holding companies to a single integrated system to be approved by SEC. 
This "death sentence" barely escaped being eliminated in the Senate when 
a motion to strike it out was rejected by a vote of 45 to 44. 


After long debate and delay, the entire bill was approved by the 
upper house on June 11, 1936 by a vote of 56 to 32, with 45 Democrats, 
nine Republicans, one Farmer-Laborite and one Progressive for, and 18 
Democrats and 14 Republicans against (see p. 174). The House approved 
the bill on July 2, by a vote of 323 to 81; in the supporting group were 
289 Democrats, 23 Republicans, and various minor party members; opposing 
were 69 Republicans and 12 Democrats (see p. 190). 
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23 NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT-1935 
S$ 1958, Public Law 198, 74th Congress 


Following the Supreme Court's decision invalidating the National 
Industrial Recovery Act, the Roosevelt Administration again proposed 
legislation to protect labor's right to organize. Senator Robert F. 
Wagner (D N.Y.) introduced a bill to guarantee collective bargaining and 
create the National Labor Relations Board. 


The Senate approved the measure on May 16, 1935, by a vote of 6% 
to 12, with 49 Democrats, 12 Republicans, one Frogressive and one Farmer- 
Laborite supporting it and four Democrats and eight Republicans opposing 
(see p. 174). The opposition votes were divided between Republicans and 
Southern Democrats. The House passed the bill on June 19 without a 
record vote. 


24% SOCIAL SECURITY ACT-1935 
HR 7260, Public Law 271, 74th Congress 


Far-reaching changes in relief policies were enunciated by the 
Fresident in his annual message of January 4, 1935: "The Federal Govern- 
ment must and shall quit this business of relief." The Administration 
proposed to continue, on an emergency basis, Federal aid to employable 
persons through work relief, provided for in the Emergency Relief Bill 
(see No. 26). To transfer permanent responsibility for unemployable 
persons to the States and to anticipate future needs of most employees, 
the Social Security Bill was introduced to authorize (1) annual Federal 
grants to aid States in caring for their needy aged and blind and for 
dependent children, and (2) establishment of old-age and unemployment 
insurance systems financed largely by taxes on employers and employees. 
The bill also authorized Federal grants to States to help therm maintain 
general public health services and special services for mothers and 
children and for crippled children. 


In the House, an amendment to substitute the Townsend Plan for the 
bill's old-age assistance and insurance provisions was defeated 266 to 
56. A capital-levy amendment was also rejected. The bill was passed on 
April 19 by 371 to 33, with 77 Republicans joining 287 Democrats, one 
Farmer-Laborite, and six Progressives for the bill, and 18 Republicans, 
13 Democrats, and two Farmer-Laborites voting against it (see p. 190). 


In the Senate, Huey Long's share-the-wealth amendment was defeated. 
An amendment to permit States to choose their own type of unemployment 
insurance was passed. Senator Clark's amendment to exempt private com- 
panies having pension systems from the old-age insurance system was 
passed, 51 to 35, but was later rejected in conference. On June 19, the 
bill passed by the Senate, 76 to 6. Favorable were 60 Democrats, 14 


154 

















Republicans, one Progressive, and one Farmer-Laborite; opposed were five 
Republicans and one Democrat (see p. 174). 


Conference procedures required almost two months, the final reports 


being adopted by the House on August 8 and then by the Senate on August 
9. 


25 RELIEF ACT-1935 
H J Res 117, Public Resolution Ii, 74th Congress 


With the proposal to turn direct relief back to the States (later 
embodied in the Social Security Act), the Administration in 1935 called 


for the continuation of work relief through an emergency appropriation 
of $4 billion. 


Administration leaders in the House had little difficulty, a few 
amendments being defeated by voice vote and the usual reconmmittal motion 
voted down 303 to 100. The House passed the bill on January 24 by a 
vote of 329 to 78; 291 Democrats, 28 Republicans, three Farmer-Laborites, 
and seven Frogressiives voted for the bill and ten Democrats and 68 
Republicans against it (see p. 195). 


In the Senate, conservative Democrats sought to substitute the less 
costly direct relief. Proposals to reduce the appropriation to $2,880 
million and even $1,880 million were defeated by votes of 57 to 30 and 
66 to 21 respectively. An attempt to raise the total to $9,880 million 
was voted down 77 to &. On March 23 the Senate passed the bill in the 
original amount by a vote of 68 to 16, with 55 Democrats, 11 Republicans, 
one Frogressive, and one Farmer-Laborite favorable, and six Democrats 
and ten Republicans opposed (see p. 174). 


The bill was signed by the President on April 8, three days after 
the conference report had been approved by both houses. 


26 WORLD COURT-1935 


74th Congress 


The question of United States participation in the World Court had 
oeen unsettled since the time of Woodrow Wilson. A treaty providing for 
United States membership on the Court was accepted by the Senate in 
1926, with reservations that were not acceptable to other countries. In 
1929 Elihu Root was instrumental in preparing a revised protocol which 
appeared more satisfactory. However, it was not until 1935 that this 
second proposal came to a vote. 


The fight against participation was led by Hiram Johnson (R Cal.) 
and Burton K. Wheeler (D Mont.), aided by George W. Norris (R Neb.). 
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Numerous amendments restricting United States participation were voted 
down by voice vote and one by Senator Norris requiring a two-thirds 
Senate vote to approve the United States being a party to a suit was 
rejected by a vote of 46 to 35. 


On January 29, 1935, 52 Senators voted in favor of participation 
in the World Court, and 36 voted against. Since a two-thirds majority 
was required, ratification of the protocols of membership failed. On 
this vote 43 Democrats voted yea, 20 nay; nine Republicans voted yea, 
14 nay; one Farmer-Laborite and one Progressive voted nay (see p. 174). 


27 RECIPROCAL TARIFF ACT-1934 
HR 8687, Public Law 816, 73rd Congress 


The Reciprocal Tariff Act of 1934, which gave the President author- 
ity to raise or lower existing tariffs as much as 50 per cent in nego- 
tiations with other countries, was a New Deal variation of the tradi- 
tional Democratic low-tariff position. Congressional reaction to the 
proposal therefore followed party lines more closely than on most of 
the other issues of the year. 


The Fresident asked for reciprocal tariff legislation in a special 
message to Congress on March 5, 1934. The House Ways and Means Committee 
on March 17 submitted a report recommending passage. Twelve days later 
the House voted its approval 274 to 111, a bloc of 99 Republicans voting 
adversely and only two of that party favorably: 269 Democrats rvcted 
yea, 11 nay; three Farmer-Laborites were favorable, one against 
(see p. 195). 


The Senate Finance Committeé submitted a favorable report on May 
2 and on June 4 the upper house passed the bill 57 to 33, with 51 
Democrats, five Republicans and one Farmer-Laborite voting yea, and five 
Democrats and 2@ Republicans voting nay (see p. 174). 


The bill became Fublic Law No. 31€ of the 73rd Congress as Presi- 
dent Roosevelt attached his signature on June 12, 1934. 


28 SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT-1934 
HR 9323, Public Law 291, 73rd Congress 


Regulations to curb the worst stock market abuses of the pre- 
depression years were embodied in the Securities Act of 1933. It was 
not until enactment of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, however, 
that a Securities and Bxchange Commission was set up with extensive 
authority to prescribe rules and regulations governing stock market and 
similar transactions. The Act required licensing of stock exchanges, 
registration of listed securities, and gave the Federal Reserve Board 

















authority to fix margin percentages. A proposed amendment which would 
have prohibited margin trading altogether was defeated in the Senate, 
48 to 30. 


The bill proposed by the Administration was substantially modified 
by both House and Senate committees, and the two houses passed somewhat 
different versions. The vote in the House was 281 to &, with 73 Repub- 
licans and 11 Democrats against the bill (see p. 195). In the Senate 
12 Republicans opposed the bill while 15 voted for it, and only one 
Democrat voted against it. The Senate approved the bill by 6% votes 
to 13 (see p. 174). 


After differences had been ironed out in conference, the opposition 
virtually collapsed and the conference report was accepted in both houses 
without a record vote. 


29 GOLD RESERVE ACT (DEVALUATION) -1934 
HR 6976, Public Law 87, 73rd Congress 


On January 15, 1934 the Congress received a message from President 
Roosevelt recommending devaluation of the dollar. The House responded 
with emergency speed, passing the bill five days later, 360 to 40, al- 
though Senator Glass, former Secretary of the Treasury, on the preceding 
day had attacked it as unconstitutional. The Senate followed suit within 
a week, approving the bill 66 to 23 on January 27. 


This proposal won the support of 68 Republicans in the House and 
only 38 members of this party opposed it; 287 Democrats supported it and 
only two opposed it. Five Farmer-Laborites voted favorably (see p. 195). 
In the Senate, all of the opposition was Republican, save Senator Glass. 
Ten Republican Senators joined 55 Democrats and one Farmer~Laborite to 
speed the bill through (see p. 174). It became Public Law No. 87 of the 
73rd Congress three days later with President Roosevelt's signature on 
January 30, 1934. 


This Act gave the Fresident authority to vary the gold content of 
the dollar within the limits of 50 to 60 per cent of its previous value. 
It transferred title to all gold in the Federal Reserve Banks to the 
Federal Government, set up a $2 billion stabilization fund, and ended 
the coinage of gold, 


30 NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL RECOVERY ACT-1933 


HR 8758, Public Law 67, 73rd Congress 
The National Industrial Recovery Act was hurried through the Con- 


gress in May and June of 1933, becomming law June 16, It was proposed 
on May 17 by the President and approved by the House 325 to 76 on May 26, 
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with 54 Republicans, 25 Democrats and four Farmer-Laborites voting yea 
and 50 Republicans, 25 Democrats and one Farmer-laborite voting nay 
(cee p. 195). ‘In the Senate the vote was 58 to 24 on June 9, with ten 
Republicans, 47 Democrats and one Farmer-Laborite voting yea and 20 
Republicans and 4 Democrats voting nay (see p. 174). 


The declared purpose of the Act was to remove obstructions to the 
free flow of interstate and foreign commerce, to promote the organiza- 
tion of industry for cooperative action among trade groups, to induce 
and maintain united action of labor and management under adequate govern- 
mental sanctions and supervision, to eliminate unfair competitive prac- 
tices, to reduce unemployment, to improve standards of labor, and other- 
wise to rehabilitate industry. The most controversial feature was 
Section 7A, which prescribed the right of collective bargaining. In the 
first year of its operation the National Recovery Administration approved 
nearly 500 codes of Fair Competition. 


The Act was declared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court on May 
27, 1935. 


31 TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY ACT-1933 
HR 5081, Public Law 17, 73rd Congress 


The Tennessee Valley Authority Act was among the first of the New 
Deal projects. It went beyond the Muscle Shoals legislation which had 
been vetoed by Fresidents Coolidge and Hoover. In addition to the pro- 
posals of the older Muscle Shoals legislation, the Tennessee Valley 
Authority Act provided for development of the Tennessee River and its 
tributaries for navigation, flood control and hydroelectric power. 


When the bill (HR 5081) was introduced in the special session of 
the 73rd Congress, it was quickly disposed of, passing the House on 
April 25, 1933, by 306 to 92 and the Senate on May 3, 1933, by 63 to 20. 


Differences in the House and Senate drafts were quickly ironed out 
in conference and the conference report was accepted in the Senate and 
House on May 16 and 17, respectively. The President signed the measure 
on May 18, 1933. 


The vote in the House showed 283 Democrats and 17 Republicans for, 
three Democrats and 89 Republicans against (see p. 195). In the Senate, 
17 Republicans joined three Democrats in opposition while 14 Republicans 
joined 48 Democrats and one Farmer-Laborite for passage (see p. 176). 














32 AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ACT-1933 
HR 3835, Public Law 10, 73rd Congress 


The Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1933 was the first of several 
measures designed by the new Democratic Administration to give relief 
to the farmer. It gave the Secretary of Agriculture wide powers to ar- 
range crop reduction agreements and levy processing taxes with a view 
to raising farm prices to the 1909-14 level. 


The bill was passed in the House on March 22, 1933, having been 
reported favorably from the Agriculture Committee two days earlier. The 
vote was 315 to 98 with the Republicans splitting 39 for and 73 against 
while 272 Democrats voted yea and 24 nay. Four Farmer-Laborites were 
for and one against (see p. 195). 


The Senate passed the measure on April 2& by a vote ,of & to 20, 
with 48 Democrats, 14 Republicans, one Farmer-Laborite and one Frogres- 
sive for, and five Democrats and 15 Republicans against (see p. 176). 
Differences in; the House and Senate drafts were adjusted in conference 
May 3 to May 10, and the bill became Public Law No. 10 with the Fresi- 
dent's signaturejon May 12, 1933. 


On January 6, 1936, the U. S. Supreme Court, 6 to 3, declared the 
Act unconstitutional, specifically banning the use of processing taxes 
to regulate crop production. 


33 FEDERAL EMERGENCY RELIEF ACT-1933 
HR 4606, Public Law 15, 73rd Congress 


The Federal Emergency Relief Act of 1933 was sponsored by the in- 
coming Democratic Administration to relieve hardship caused by unemploy- 
ment and drought. It provided for cooreration with State Governments, 
authorizing $500 million of Reconstruction Finance Corporation funds for 
grants to States, partly on the basis of the amounts expended by the 
States, partly without such restrictions. A Federal Fmergency Relief 


Administration was set up by the law with a director to be named by the 
President. 


In passage of this measure, the Senate acted first, approving its 

own bill (S @12) on Warch 30, 1933, although the House bill (HR 4606) 
was ultimately accepted. The Senate vote was 55 to 17, the 55 including 
12 Republicans, 42 Democrats, one Farmer-Laborite, and the 17 including 
15 Republicans and two Democrats (see p. 176). The House passed its 
bill on April 21, 1933 by a vote of 331 to 42, with 74 Republicans, 252 
Democrats and five Farmer-Laborites voting favorably, and 30 Republicans 
and 12 Democrats voting nay (see p. 195). 
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Differences in the House and Senate drafts were adjusted within a 
few days early in May and the bill became law when the Fresident signed 
it May l2, 1933. 


34 PROHIBITION REPEAL-1933 
SJ Res 211, 72nd Congress, 2ist Constitutional Amendment 


In their 1932 Convention, the Democrats wrote prohibition repeal 
into their platform. The Democratic landslide in November convinced 
Congress that public sentiment favored repeal, and both Houses quickly 
approved a resolution submitting to the States a 2lst amendment to re- 
peal the 1@th. 


The Senate approved the resolution by a vote of 63 to 23. Democrats 
voted for the measure 33 to 9, and Republicans approved it 29 to 14. 
One Farmer-Laborite voted for repeal (see p. 176). This action came on 
February 10, 1933. On February 20, the House approved the resolution by 
a vote of 289 to 121 with 179 Democrats, 109 Republicans, and one Farmer- 
Laborite voting yea and 32 Democrats and 89 Republicans voting nay (see 
p. 196). 


In less than one year, sufficient States had ratified the Amendment 
and prohibition was repealed. 


35 NORRIS-LAGUARDIA ANTI-INJUNCTION ACT-1932 
HR 5315, Public Law 65, 72nd Congress 


The Norris-LaGuardia Bill prohibiting Federal Courts from granting 


injunctions against strikes, and outlawing “yellow dog" contracts, was a 
chief legislative objective of organized labor in the early 1930's. 


The proposal passed easily when it came to a vote in 1932. The 
House approved the LaGuardia Bill on March 8 by a vote of 362 to 14, with 
18@ Democrats, and 173 Republicans, and one Farmer-Laborite voting yea 
and 13 Republicans and one Democrat voting nay (see p. 195). The Senate 
had passed the Norris Bill on March 1, 1932, by a vote of 75 to 5 (see 
p. 176), on a non-party basis, and the two drafts were adjusted in 
conference. 


36 SMOOT-HAWLEY TARIFF-1930 
HR 2667, Public Law 361, 7ist Congress 


In response to President Hoover's request for higher tariffs on 
agricultural products, by which it was hoped to raise farm prices, Con- 
gress started a long controversy which ended with general tariff revision. 
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The House passed a tariff bill May 28, 1929, with 244 Republicans 
and 20 Democrats voting for it, while 12 Republicans, 134 Democrats, and 
one Farmer-Laborite voted against it. The total vote on this measure, 
in which agricultural products were the most important, was 264 to 147 
(see p. 199). 


The Senate amended the bill to include increases in the tariffs on 
many manufactured products which had not been changed by the House ver- 
sion, and did not reach a final vote until March 22, 1930. The bill was 
passed, 53 to 31, and the division was again principally on party lines, 
with 46 Republicans and seven Democrats voting yea, five Republicans and 
26 Democrats voting nay (see p. 176). The Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act as 
signed by President Hoover retained substantial increases in tariffs on 
manufactured as well as agricultural products. 


37 “TAX REDUCTION-1928 
HR |, Public Law 562, 70th Congress 


The Revenue Act of 1928 provided the last in a series of tax reduc- 
tions which resulted from the balanced Federal budget of the 1920's and 
the policies of Secretary of the Treasury Andrew Mellon. This Act re- 
duced the corporation tax from 134 to 12 per cent, and normal income tax 
rates as follows: 


Rate Revenue Act 

1925-28 of 1928 
First $4,000 taxable income 14% i 
Second $4,000 * " 3% 2% 
Over $8,000 " " 5 % 4% 


These reductions applied to income received in 1929, after which 
Congress returned the rates to the previous level. The 1928 Act made no 
change in surtax rates. 


The bill embodying the changes was passed by the House December 15, 
1927, 366 votes to 24, with 2] Republicans, one Democrat, and two minor 
party members against it (see p. 199). In the Senate the bill was passed 
May 21, 1928, by voice vote. 


38 McCNARY-HAUGEN BILL-1927 


S$ 4808, 69th Congress 
During the 1920's Senator Charles L. McNary (R Ore.) and Represen- 
tative Gilbert N. Haugen (R Iowa) introduced a number of bills intended 


to raise American farr prices by use of the export debenture principle. 
Essence of the plan was to subsidize exports of farm products to keep 














the domestic price above the world price. Money for the subsidy was to 
be raised by an “equalization fee" or tax upon domestic sales. 


After these McNary-Haugen bills had failed of passage three times, 
a fourth version was finally approved by both houses of Congress in 1927. 
Opposition to the bill was still strong in the industrial sections of 
the country, which would expect to pay higher food prices if it went 
into effect, but the continuance of low farm prices while the rest of 
the country was enjoying prosperity built up an overwhelming sentiment 
for it in the agricultural districts. 


The Senate passed the bill February 11, 1927, by a vote of 47 to 
39, with 22 Democrats, 24 Republicans and one Farmer-Laborite in favor, 
while 17 Democrats and 22 Republicans voted against it (see p. 176). The 
House passed it on February 17, 214 to 178, with 112 Republicans, 97 Demo- 
crats and five minor party members voting for it, 108 Republicans and 70 
Democrats against it (see p. 199). 


President Coolidge vetoed the measure on the grounds that it was 
unconstitut.ional, and there was no vote on passing it over the veto. A 
similar bill was passed by the next Congress and again vetoed, by Presi- 
dent Hooyer. 


39 RAILWAY LABOR ACT-1926 
HR 9463, Public Law 257, 69th Congress 


The Railway Labor Board established by the Transportation Act of 1920 
proved inadequate to handle labor disputes in the railroad industry. New 
machinery, including substitution of a National Mediation Board for the 
Railway Labor Board, was therefore proposed in Congress in 1926. 


Under the Railway Labor Act of that year, National Mediation Board 
was empowered to intervene in any railway labor dispute at the request 
of either party, or on its own initiative. Special Boards of Arbitra- 
tion could be set up at the request of both parties, and if both agreed 
to arbitrate, the decisions of the boards became compulsory and enforce- 
able in the courts. If arbitration was not agreed to, the Mediation Board 
could notify the President of a threat to interrupt interstate commerce, 
and the President was then empowered to create an emergency board to 
investigate and report to him. No change in the conditions out of which 
the dispute arose could be made by either party until at least 30 days 
after the emergency board's report. While this machinery did not make 
strikes or lockouts illegal after the waiting period, it proved effective 
as a means of settling’ railway labor disputes. 


There was little opposition to the bill in Congress. The House 
passed it March 1, 1926, 381 to 13, with 222 Republicans, 157 Democrats, 
and two minor party members voting for it, while five Republicans and 
eight Democrats voted against (see p. 199). 


162 














The Senate passed the bill on May 11, 1926, 69 to 13, with 39 Repub- 
licans, 29 Democrats and one Farmer-Laborite voting yea, nine Republicans 
and four Democrats voting nay (see p. 176). 


40 DISPOSITION OF MUSCLE SHOALS DAM-1925 
HR 518, 68th Congress 


Disposition of the Muscle Shoals Dam on the Tennessee River and the 
nitrate plant built by the government during World War I was a subject 


of constant debate until finally settled by the Tennessee Valley Authority 
Act of 1933. 


In the early 1920's, Henry Ford offered to buy the development for 
$5 million, if the government would provide certain maintenance and other 
services which were said in the debate to be worth $2 million. HR 518,’ 
as considered in the House, provided for acceptance of Ford's offer. It 
was passed March 10, 1924, by 227 votes to 143, with 169 Democrats and 
58 Republicans voting for it, while 19 Democrats, 123 Republicans and one 
Farmer-Laborite voted against it (see p. 199). 


The Senate Agriculture Committee re-wrote the bill entirely, and when 
it finally came to a vote on January 24, 1925, the new version provided 
for the setting up of a government corporation to operate the dam and the 
nitrate plants. This revised bill was passed by 50 votes to 30, with 34 
Republicans and 16 Democrats voting for it, while 13 Republicans, 16 
Democrats and one Farmer-Laborite voted against it (see p. 176). 


House and Senate conferees were unable to reconcile the radical 
differences between the two versions of the bill, and it died with the 
68th Congress, as no further action had been taken. 


41 CHILD LABOR AMENDMENT- 1924 
H J Res 184, 68th Congress 


Two attempts to achieve uniformity of child labor standards through- 
out the country by legislation were declared unconstitutional, as being 
an improper exercise of the powers invoked. Froponents of such legisla- 
tion therefore proposed in 1924 to amend the Constitution to give Congress 
power "to limit, regulate, and prohibit the labor of persons under the 
age of 18." 


Congress went on record overwhelmingly in favor of the proposed 
amendment. The House approved it by a vote of 297 to 69, with 127 Demo- 
crats, 166 Republicans, one Socialist and one Farmer-Laborite voting yea 
and 56 Democrats and 13 Republicans voting nay (see p. 199). 
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The Senate passed the proposed amendment by a vote of 6] to 23, 
with 41 Republicans, 19 Democrats, and one Farmer-Laborite voting yea and 
17 Democrats and six Republicans voting nay (see p. 176). 


Following Congressional approval, the child labor amendment was sub- 
mitted to the State legislatures for ratification, and here the proposal 
bogged down. By January 1, 1%5, 28 States had approved the Amendment, 
eight less than the necessary 36 to make it part of the Constitution. 


42 VOLSTEAD ACT (VOTE OVERRIDING PRESIDENTIAL VETO) -I919 
HR 6810, Public Law 66, 66th Congress 


The 18th amendment, which added national prohibition to the Consti- 
tution in early 1919, lacked any provision for enforcement. A bill was 
introduced by Representative Andrew Volstead (R Minn.), fixing penalties 
for liquor sales, and providing for injunctions against all establishments 
continuing to sell alcoholic beverages. Oddly, the measure also provided 
for continuation of federal taxes on the commodity whose sale was banned. 


The bill was quickly passed by both Houses, but was vetoed by Fresi- 
dent Wilson on Oct. 27, 1919. In a message to Congress, Wilson said the 
bill attempted to deal with two specific phases of prohibition at the same 
time - emergency wartime prohibition to preserve grain, and prohibition 
as a national policy. He stated that demobilization of the armed forces 
and conclusion of the war had ended the necessity to preserve grain, and 
that he never favored prohibition as a national policy. He asked Congress 
to deal separately with the two issues. 


Congress, however, paid no heed. On the day the Fresident's message 
was received, the House voted 175 to 55 to override the veto. Congress- 
men voting to uphold the veto were almost equally divided between Repub- 
licans and Democrats. Democrats for overriding the veto totaled 7€ and 
Republicans for, 93; Democrats against, 26 and Republicans against, 29. 
Four minor party members were for overriding (see p. 199). 


The following day, the Senate also voted to override the veto by 
65 to 20. The vote was: Democrats for overriding, 27 and Republicans 
for, 38; Democrats against, 11 and Republicans against, nine (see p. 178). 
Both Houses having cast sufficient votes to countermand the veto, the 
measure became law. 


43 WOMAN SUFFRAGE AMENDMENT-1I919 


H J Res I, 66th Congress. I9th Constitutional Amendment 


In September, 1918, President Wilson urged the Congress to grant 
suffrage to women. Both major parties were already committed to the 
support of woman suffrage. On May 21, 1919, the House, by a non-record 
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vote of 304 to 89, passed a resolution submitting to the States a proposed 
amendment to the Constitution extending the right to vote to women. The 
measure then went to the Senate, where it passed on June 4, 1919, by a 
vote of 56 to 26. Thirty-six Republicans and 20 Democrats supported the 
bill, while eight Republicans and 17 Democrats were opposed (see p. 178). 


On August 26, 1920, Secretary of State Bainbridge Colby was informed 
that the requisite 36th State, Tennessee, had ratified the proposed amend- 
ment, which read: "The right of the citizens of the United States to 
vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State 
on account of sex." 


44 LEAGUE OF NATIONS-1I9 19 


Defeat of the League of Nations was already certain before the Senate 
had an opportunity to vote directly on the proposal. The Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, of which Henry Cabot Lodge (R Mass.) was chairman, 
reported the Versailles Treaty, embodying the League, to the Senate on 
September 10, 1919, with amendments and reservations. 


The amendments were at first rejected since their adoption would 
have required re-submission of the Treaty to all signatories. The For- 
eign Relations Committee then proposed 14 reservations with a preamble 
stating that the United States would not consider the Treaty binding 
unless the reservations were accepted by at least three of the principal 
Allies. These reservations were all adopted by the Senate. 


Only after this action had been taken did the Senate vote on a motion 
by Senator Oscar W. Underwood (D Ala.) to accept the Treaty without 
reservations. This motion was defeated by 53 to 38, with 46 Republicans 
and seven Democrats voting against ratification, 37 Democrats and one 
Republican voting in favor of the motion (see p. 178). 
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PRINCIPAL SENATE 


1 Tax Bill veto, HR 3687; 
overridden, 1944. 


2 Amendment to eliminate funds 
of Committee on Fair Employment 
Practice, HR 4879; defeated, 1944. 


3 Overton "States? Rights”. 
amendment to Soldier vote bill, 
S 1285; defeated by tie vote, 1944. 


§ Adherence to UNRRA, H J Res 192; 
passed, 1944. 


5 Veto of Smith-Connally Anti- 
Strike Act; overridden, 1943. 


VOTES 1919-1944 


6 Amendment to prohibit $25,000 
salary limitation; passed, 1943. 


7 Appropriation to continue 
National Resources Planning 
Board; defeated, 1943. 


8 Increase of base pay for 
servicemen to $50 a month; 
passed, 1942. 


9 "Farm bloc amendment" to 
include cost of labor in figuring 
parity prices; passed, 1942, 


10 First Lend-Lease bill; 
passed, 1941. 


KEY ON VOTING: N-Way; Y—Yea; GP—General pair; PY—-Paired for; PN-—Paired against; A-Absent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 
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KEY ON VOTING: N—Way; Y~Yea; GP—General pair; PY-Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-ADsent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; 


NR-Not recorded. 
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Austin (R 
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KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP-General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-ADsent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN-Announced against; NR-Not recorded 
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PRINCIPAL SENATE 


11 Bill to extend service term 
of drafted men, S J Res 95; 
passed 1941. 


12 Fair Labor Standards (Wage- 
Hour), Act, S 2475; passed 1938, 


13 Naval expansion bill, 
HR 9218; passed 1938. 


14 Bill to authorize President 
to reorganize executive depart- 
ments, S 3331; passed 1938, 


15 Wheat crop insurance bill, 
HR 8505; passed 1938, 


VOTES 1919-1944 


16 National Housing Act, 
S 1685; passed 1937, 


17 Proposal to enlarge Supreme 
Court, 1392; recommitted 1937, 


18 Amendment to 
relief to states 
defeated 1936, 


ive control of 
R 12684; 


19 Soil Conservation Act, 
S 3780; passed 1936. 


20 Veto of Soldier Bonus Bill, 
HR 9870; overridden, 1936. 


KEY OW VOTING: N-Way; Y—Yea; GP~General pair; PY—-Paired for; PN—Palired against; A-Absent, 


not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; 








ao oo 

3) ic) Cy) 

Pe o oe |= o SS © n 
PRINCIPAL s3| =| 2|43| & else /i. | 3 
ENATE VOTES og | $4 a | 32 d wee ee ok 
1936-194 | eis ot | a) 8 | Se | Be | ot] 28 1 ee 

ow ea 3 os as | Oo & ~ ae * Oo 

ce “ 6 ro > & on oe oe) 3 od or 

on cw oS Oo & «a ov e2o + o8 > @ 

Ow m&~m zo oo or ax mo 2o n> or 
1 TO 20 i 12 i is 15 16 i7 18 19 | 20 
YEAS ta 56 56 a9 59 6a 70 i8 56 76 
OTAL VOTE Ty 57 | 20 | 19 


A 
MOCRATS Tyas 


PUBLICANSH—“= 


ohnson (R) 


ohns on 


andrews (0 


Pe r 
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NR-Not recorded. 
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KEY ON VOTING: N~Nay; Y-Yea; GP-General pair; PY~Paired for; PX—Paired against; sA-ADsent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 





PRINCIPAL 
SENATE VOTES 


1936-194) 


Selective Service 
Extension-1941 
State Control 

of Relief-1936 
Soil Conser- 


* organization-1938 
vation-1936 


» Fair Labor 

® Standards-1938 
» Naval 
 Expansion-1938 
» Government Re- 
» Crop 

@ Insurance-1938 
» Housing 

® Act-1937 
»=Recommit Supreme 
~sCourt Bill-1937 
wOverride Bonus 
©Veto-1936 


11 TO 20 


~ 
rs 
cs 
J 
i 
. =) 


orae (D0 
11 (0 


Thomas (R) 


Brooks (R) 
Lucas (D 


Willis (R 


Capper (R) 
Reed (R) 


Barkle 0 
Chandler (D 


Ellender (0 
Overton (D 


Brewster (R 


Radcliffe (D 
Tydin 0 


Walsh (D 


Vandenberg (R 


Shipstead (R) 


Bilbo (D 
1 





Murra D 
Wheeler (D 


Butler (R 


McCarran (D 


Bridges (R) 
Tobey (R) 


Chavez (D 
Hatch (D 








KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-Absent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


PRINCIPAL 
SENATE VOTES 


1936-1941 


11 TO 20 


! 
oS 
vo 
a 





Selective Service 
Extension-1941 
Standards-1938 
Expansion-1938 


Fair Labor 
* organization-1938 


Naval 

» Government Re- 
Crop 

™ Insurance-1938 
Housing 

® Act-1937 
“Court Bill-1937 
@of Relief-1936 
© vation-1936 


— 
~ 
- 
La) 


 Recommit Supreme 
State Control 
© Veto-1936 


Soil 


d (D0 
Wagner (D 


Ba i le 1) 
L er (R) 
OHIO 
Burton (R) 
Taft (R 
Thomas (D 


Guf fe i) 


Gerr 1) 
Green (D 


Gurne R 


McKellar (D 
Stewart (D 


Connally (D0 
O'Daniol (D0 


Th 0 


Aitken (R) 





Kilgore (D 


LAFOLLETTE (P 
Wile R 


O'Mahoney (D 
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PRINCIPAL SENATE 


214 Guffey-Snyder Act to regulate 
bituminous coal industry, HR 9100; 
passed 1935 


22 Public Utility Sobting Com- 
pany Act, S 2796; passed 1985 


23 National Labor Relations 
(Wagner) Act, S 1958; passed 1935 


28 Social Security Act, HR 7260; 
passed 1935 


25 Federal Relief Act, 


H R 117; 
passed 1935 


KEY ON VOTING: N-Way; Y—Yea; GP—General 
not voting; AY¥-Announced for; 


PRINCIPAL 
SENATE VOTES 


1933-1935 


Holding Company 


Act-1935 
Labor Relations 


Guffey-Snyder 
Coal Act-1935 
Act-1935 


OTAL VOTE 


EMOCRATS Tyays 


PUBLICAN uss 


Hayden (D 
Johnson (R 


r (R 


Barkley (D 


Overton (0D 


White (R 


pair; PY-Paired for; PN—Paired against; s-Absent, 


VOTES 1919-1944 


26 U.S. participation in World 
Court; defeated 1935 (Required 
two-thirds vote for passage) 


27 Reciprocal Tariff Act, 
HR 8687; passed 1934 


28 Securities Exchange Act, 
HR 9323; passed 1934 


29 Devaluation of the dollar, 
HR 6976; passed 1934 


30 National Industrial Recovery 
Act, H R 56755; passed 19338 


AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


Social Security 


Act-1935 


~ 
a 
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Tariff Act-1934 
Exchange Act-19384 
uation o 

Dollar-1934 


Relief Act-1935 
World Court-1935 


Reciprocal 
Securities 





© the 


4 NIRA-19338 

















KEY ON VOTING: N—-Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-Absent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


PRINCIPAL 
SENATE VOTES 


1933-1935 








u 
@ Exchange Act-1934 


Guffey-Snyder 
Coal Act-19385 
ng 

World Court-1935 
eciproc 
“Tariff Act-1934 


Act-1935 
r 
Act-1935 





yn Relief Act-1935 
the Dollar-1934 


* Act-1935 


T 


Radcliffe (D 


Walsh (0 


Vandenber R 


Shipstead (R 


Murra 0 
Wheeler (D0 


Chavez (D 
tch (D 


ner 


Balle D 


Thomas (D 


Gerr 0 





liar (D 
Connally (D 
LY) 
Austin (R 


rd (D0 N 
Glass (0 


LAFOLLETTE (P 


O'Mahoney (D 
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PRINCIPAL SENATE VOTES 1919-1944 


31 Tennessee Valley Authority 


Act, HR 5081; passed 1933 


22 Agricultural Adjustment Act, 


R 3835; passed 1933 


Federal Emergency Relief 


Act, HR 4606; passed 1933 


34 Prohibition repeal, 
211; passed 1933 


35 Norris-LaGuardia Anti- 
Injunction Act, HR 5315; 
passed 1932 


KEY ON VOTING: N-Ray; Y—Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-AbDsent, 


S J Res 


36 Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act, 
HR 2667; passed 1930 


38 McNary-Haugen Bill, 
S 4808; passed 1927 (vetoed) 


39 Railway Labor Act, 
passed 1926 


HR 9463; 


40 Disposition of Muscle Shoals 
Dam, HR 518; passed 1925; died 
in conference 


41 > ©=Child Labor Constitutional 
amendment, H J Res 184; passed 
1924 


not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; WR-Not recorded. 


RINCIPAL 
ENATE VOTES 


1924-1933 


Sle TVA Act-1933 


OTAL VOTE 


EMOCRATS 


EPUBLICAN 


nkhead (D 


ussell (D 
a r (R) 
rkley (D0 


Overton (D 


White (R) 


Sle AAA Act-1933 


Relief Act-1983 


Prohibition 
* Repeal-1933 


Anti-Injunction 


Act-1932 
Muscle Shoals- 


Railway Labor 
1925 


Smoot-Hawley 
Tariff-1930 
McNary-Haugen 
Bill-1927 
Act—19 26 


Child Labor-1924 


co 
~ 














KEY ON VOTING: N~Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-Absent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 





PRINCIPAL 
SENATE VOTES 


1924-1933 


Injunction 


TVA Act-1933 
AAA Act-1933 

w ; - 

ho Relief Act-1933 

\W Prohibition 

* Repeal-1933 

@ Act-1932 

w Smoot-Hawley 

© Tariff-1930 

w McNary-Haugen 

® Bil1-1927 
Railway Labor 
Ac t-1926 

*™ Muscle Shoals- 

© 1925 
Child Labor-1924 


w Anti 


CS) 

Ld 
Ww 
o 
2 
i 


Tydings (D 


W 


Vandenber R 


Shipstead (R) 


Wheeler (D 


McCarran (D 


Wagner (D 


Balle i) 


Thomas (D 


rr 





McKellar (0 


Connally (0 


Thomas (D 


Austin (R) 


Byrd (0 


LAFOLLETTE (P) 
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PRINCIPAL SENATE VOTES 1919-1944 


42 Volstead Act veto, 
HR 6810; overridden 1919 


4 Woman suffrage amendment, 
J Res 1; passed 1919 


48) Versailles Treaty - League 
of Nations; defeated 1919 


KEY ON VOTING: N-Way; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY-Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-Absent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


RINCIPAL 
ENATE VOTES 


919 


OTAL VOTE tyays 


EMOCRATS Iy;ve 


PUBL I CANSI=os 


™ Volstead Act 
Veto-1919 


Nia 
o;}w 


~ 
~ 





wm Woman Suffrage- 
1919 


a League of 
*™ Nations-1919 
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PRINCIPAL HOUSE VOTES 1919-1944 


1 Tax bill veto, HR 3687; 8 Increase of base pay for 

overridden 1944 servicemen to $50 a month, S 2026; 
passed 1942 

3 Compromise soldier vote bill, 

S 1285; passed 1944 9 ‘"Farm bloc amendment" to include 
cost of labor in figuring parity 

& § 6Adherence to United Nations prices, HR 7565; passed 1942 

Relief and Rehabilitation Adminis- 

tration, A J Res 192; passed 1944 10 First Lend-Lease Bill; 
passed, 1941 

§ Veto of Smith-Connally Anti- 

Strike Act, S 796; overridden 11 Bill to extend service term 

1943 of drafted men, S J Res 965; 
passed 1941 

6 Amendment to prohibit $25,000 

salary limitation, HR 1780; 12 Fair Labor Standards (Wage- 

passed 1943 Hour) Act, S 2475; passed 1988 


KEY OW VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-ADsent 
not vat Inas AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; WR-Not recorded. . 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1938-1944 





r 
Standards-1938 


District 
Tax Bill Veto- 
1944 
Soldier Vote- 
Adherence to 
UNRRA-1944 
Smith-Connally 
Act Veto-1943 
- Rescind Salary 
© | Limit-19438 
$50 Pay For 
Servicemen-1942 
Farm Price 
Amendment-19 42 
Lend-Lease-1941 
Selective Service 
y Extension-1941 


1944 





-] 





TOTAL 


DEMO- 
T 


RE 


Andrews (D 
Boykin (D0 
Grant (0 
Hobbs 
Jarman (D 


Patrick (D 
Sparkman (D 


Harles¢ (D 
Murdock (D 


Cravens (D0 
Gathin 

rri LY) 
Ha 0 
Mills (0 
Worrell (0 
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KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-ADsent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


ce 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1938-1944 


Smit h-Connally 
Act Veto-1943 
Rescind Salary 
Servicemen-1942 
Amendmen t-1942 
Extension-1941 


Tax Bill Veto- 
Limit-1943 


1944 
Soldier Vote- 


District 
1944 

@ Adherence to 
UNRRA-1944 


1 TO 12 


@ $50 Pay For 

wo Farm Price 

© Lend-Lease-1941 
™ Standards-1938 


i 


Anderson (R 
Elliott (D 
Engle (D 
rhar R 
Havenner (D 
Hinshaw (R) 
Holifield (D 
izac (D 
Johnson (R 
KI D 
Lea (D) 
Outland (D 
Philli (R 
Sheppard (D) 
Tolan (D 
Voorhis (0 
Welch (R 


=z 


zie lezil~i~ [ei <j ae i<~j2ez]UolK< 
2ala2lizaliaeiev [ei ~<~l/a]i<~ |j2izi~< 
<|}<|~|~|2ei]|~<~|~|~ |< |}<~ |<|~< 
ele rl <~i~ | Sei ~xiseix< |e || x< 


Chenoweth (R 
Hill (R 
Rockwell (R) 


Kopplemann (D0 
Luce (R 
Talbot (R) 


Traynor (0 
FLORIDA 
Cannon (D 


Peterson (D 
Price (D0 
Sikes (D 


Brown (D 
Camp (D 

Cox (D0 
Gibson (D 
Pace (D0 
Peterson (0D 
Rams peck (D 
Tarver (D 
Vinson (0 


~< }2/]r]-0 |~ |~ |~ |~ 
0 |< |~«<|~< |~ |~ |~ |~ |~ 
~< |}2e}]~<|> |~ |> |~ |~ |< 
~< |~ | «| ~ |~ |~ |~ |j~ |< 
~< |~< |e} ~< |~ |~ |» |~ |< 
~< |~|~<|=2 |~ |~ |j~ j~ |~ 
~«<|~ | ~| ~« |~ j~ |~ |~ |~ 


Dworshak (R 
White (D 





; A-ADsent, 


against 


NR-Not recorded. 


8 
3 
i 
; 
2 
‘S 
I 
a 


> AN-—Announced against 


AY-Announced for 


ay; Y-Yea; GP—General 


not voting 


KEY ON VOTING: N—W. 
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vPr6I 
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PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


19T13S1q 


Allen (R 


Church (R 


Dirksen (R) 


Johnson (R) 


is 


McMillen (R 
Mason (R) 
O’Brien 


12 


Vursell (R) 


Halleck (R) 


R 


Harness 


R 


Johnson 


Wilson (R 


Hoeven (R 


Jensen (R) 


LeCompte (R) 


Martin (R) 


Carlson (R 


Scrtuner (R) 














88 é6I-Spsepieis 





I p6l-BOTsue.i xg 





1p61-28v0]-pu9] 





2961-2 Vowpuawy 
eotsg weg 





; WR-Not recorded 
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pair; PY¥—Paired for; Pu—Paired against; A-ADsent, 


vr6I-VaUNN 
01 e20eleq py 








vrer 
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vv6r 
~010A TTT@ xXPL 





AY-Announced for; Al-Announced against 


Y-Yea; GP—General 











W—-Way 
not voting 


lesworth (R) 












Morrison 
Pellows (R 
Smith (Rk 
D*Alesandro (D 
Bates (R 
Rogers (R) 
Dondero (R 





W 








KEY ON VOTING: 
PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 
1938-1944 
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KEY ON eae W-Way; Y-Yea; o-tovara} pair; PY-Paired for; Pi—Paired against; s-Absent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; AN-Announced against; NR—-Not recorded. . 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1938-1944 


r 
Standards-1938 


Tax Bill Veto- 


1944 
Adherence to 


Soldier Vote- 
UNRRA-19 44 


District 
1944 
Selective Service 


Smit h-Connally 
Act Veto-1948 
Rescind Salary 
Servicemen-19 42 
Amendmen t-19 42 
Extension-1941 


Limit-1943 





$50 Pay For 
© Farm Price 


# an (R 


Jonkman (R 
D 
Michener (R 
O’Brien (D 
baut (D 
d ki {0 
Shafer (R) 
Wolcott (R 
Woodru R 


<i<i<iz izi2n i<jz 
<|<|~<|/z |= |= |< |= 
zizilzi~< |< |= i~< |< 
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Andersen (R) 
Andresen (R) 
Gallagher (D 
Hagen (R) 
Judd (R 
Knutson (R 
O'Hara (R 
Pittenger (R 


~< |2j}a2l|~<|~|~|~|~ 


Abernethy (D 
Colmer (D 
McGehee (D 
Rankin (D 

n 
Whittington (D 
Wins d (D 
MISS OUR! 

T 

Bell (D0 
Bennett (R 
Cannon (0 

n 
Cole (R 
Ploeser (R) 
Schwabe (R 
Short (R) 
Slaughter (D 
Sullivan (Dd 
Zimmerman (D 





~< 


~< | ~< |< |e |< | | = |~< | ~ |< [| o 
~ 
~< |< |< |< |e iO |< |< |< 


Mansfield (D 


Buffe 

Curtis (R) 
Miller (R 
Ay an (R 





183 








District 


KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; 
not voting; 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1938-1944 


err R 


Auchincloss (R 
Canfield (R 
Case (R 

Baton (R 

Hart (D 

Hart le R 
Kean (R 
Norton (D 
Powers (R) 
Sundstrom (R) 
Thomas (R 
Towe (R) 
Wolverton (R) 


Anderson (D 
Fernandez (D 


Andrews (R) 
Baldwin (R) 
Barr D 
Bloom (D 
Buckle i) 
Butler (R 
Byrne (D0 
Celler (0 
Co R 
Delaney, Jno. (D 
n 

Fuller (R 

m™ R 
Hall, B.A. (R 
Hall, L.W. (R 
Hancock (R 
Heffernan (D 
Kearney (R 
Keogh (D 
Kilburn (R 
LeFevre (R) 

i) 
MARCANTONIO (ALP 
O*Toole 
Pfelfer (D 
Reed (R 
Somers (D 











Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-ADsent, 
AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


oe 
a 
- 
y 
a 
Cal 


Soldier Vote-1944 
Smit h-Connally 
Act Veto-1943 
Rescind Salary 
Serv icemen-1942 
Amendment~19 42 
Lend-Lease-1941 
Extension-1941 


Tax Bill Veto- 
Limit-1943 


1944 
$50 Pay For 
Farm Price 


Adherence to 
UNRRA-1944 





w Standards-1938 


cam 
an 
@o 
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@ \|~ 
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v 
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~< 
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Y-Yea; GP-General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-Absent, 


; AY-Announced for; AN-Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 



















































not voting 





Weichel (R) 
Bender (R 





HOUSE VOTES 
1938-1944 
Bulwinkle 
Cooley (0 
Doughton 
Bolton (R 
Felghan 
Jones (R) 
Lewis (R 
Smith (R 
Johns on 





Clark (D 





Torrons 
Weaver 


faber (R 









KEY ON VOTING: 





PRINCIPAL 





AL 





29 FIISTG 
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KEY ON VOTING: N—Way; Y-Yea; GP-General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-ADsent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Wot recorded. 





PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1938-1944 


Tax Bill Veto- 

Smith-Connally 

Act Veto-1943 
ce 


1944 
Soldier Vote- 


District 
1944 
UNRRA-1944 
Limi t-1943 
arm 


Amendment-1942 


‘a 
Standards-1938 


m Adherence to 
Rescind Salary 
$50 Pay For 
Servicemen-1942 
Lend-Lease-1941 
Selective Service 
Extension-1941 


Schwabe (R 
Wickersham (D 


Angell (R) 
Elisworth (R) 
Mott (R) 
Stockman (R 


Barrett (D 
Bradley (D 
Brumbaugh (R) 
Eberharter (D) 
Fenton (R) 
Gavin (R 
Gerlach (R) 
Gillette (R) 
Graham (R) 
Green (D 
Gross (R 

Hoch (D 

Kelle D 
Kinzer (R) 
Kunkel (R 
McConnell (R) 
Murphy (0 
Rodgers (R 
Rich (R 


<|<~|~|~|<~|<|2/|/<j= 
<|<|<|~|~<|j/2/~<|=2 


& |< |~« |~ | ~ |~ |~ | ~« | ~|~<| <|] «| =| <]| < 


> |e |~ |~|<~/vj/=I/~ 


Simpson (R) 
Snyder (D 
Tibbott (R) 
Walter (D 
Welss (D 
Wolfenden (R) 


F rty (D0 
Forand (D 


ryson 
Hare (D 
McMillan (0 
Richards (D 
Rivers (D0 











; PN-Paired against; A-ADsent, 
NR-Not recorded 


; AN-Announced against 


; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for 


; AY-Announced for 


ay; Y-Yea 
not voting 


KEY ON VOTING: N—N 
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District 


KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; 
not voting; 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1938-1944 


Horan (R 


Ellis (R 
i) 
Randol 


HULL (PROG 
Keefe (R) 
Murray (R 
O'Kons ki (R) 
Smith (R) 
Stevenson (R 
Wastelewski (D 


Barrett (R 











Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Palred for; PN-Paired against; sA-ADsent, 


AY-announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


ary 





ce 


Amendment-1942 





cin 
Limit-1943 
Servicemen-1942 


Tax Bill Veto- 
Smith-Connally 
Act Veto-1943 

Lend-Lease-1941 
Extension-1941 
Standards-1938 


1944 
$50 Pay For 





Soldier Vote- 
Adherence to 
UNRRA-1944 


1944 


arm 

















PRINCIPAL HOUSE VOTES 1919-1944 


13 
passed 1938. 


Naval expansion bill, HR 9218; 


14 
reorganize executive departments, 
S 3331; defeated (recommitted) 1938. 


Bill to authorize President to 


15 Wheat Crop insurance bill, 
HR 8505; passed 1938. 


16 National Housing Act, S 16865; 
passed 1937. 


18 Appropriation for Relief, 
HR 12634; passed 1936. 





19 Soil Conservation Act, 
passed 1936. 


20 Veto of Soldier Bonus Bill, 


HR 9870; overridden, 1936. 


21 
bituminous coal industry, 
passed 1935. 


Guffey-Snyder Act to regulate 
HR 9100; 


22 


Public Utility Holding Compan 
Act, S 2796; passed 1935. 
28 Social Security Act, HR 7260; 


passed 1935. 


S 3780; 


y 











































































































KEY ON VOTING: N—Way; Y-Yea; GP-General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-ADsent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN-Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 
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13 TO 25 13 14 15 16 18 19 20 21 22 24 
TOTAL VOTE YEAS 294 204 | 267 | 275 | 381 267 | 326 194% | 323 372 
NAYS 100 | 196 | 130 | 86 | 38 97 | 61 168 | 81 33 
264 89 8 
DEMOCRATS YEAS 108 | 248% | 239 | 269 246 =| 289 172 2 287 
NAYS 31 191 56 38 8 32 32 93 12 13 
YEAS 29 88 12 24 62 20 66 15 23 77 
REPUBLICANS 
NAYS 57 '] 72 _48 30 58 29 73 69 18 
—____ ALABAMA | 
1 |Boykin (0) GP Y Y Y Y Y Y 
% |Hobbs (D) Y PN N PY Y Y N N Y Y 
~ 6 |Jarman (D) Y Y Y Y 
9 |Patrick (D) GP N Y Y 
8 | Sparkman (0) Y N Y Y 
ARiZORA 
AL__| Murdock (D) Y N Y Y 
____— CALIFORNIA 
10 [Elliott (D) Y Y Y Y 
9 |Gearhart (R) Y Y N Y Y GP Y N Y Y 
4% | Havenner (D) Y N Y Y 
23 | Izac (0) Y N Y Y 
i | lea (D) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
21 |Sheppard (D) Y N Y N 
__7 |Tolan (0) Y N Y Y Y + y Y Y N 
12 | Voorhtis (D) Y N Y Y 
EE ——++ Ee 
§ | Welch (R) Y Y Y Y y Y ¥ Y Y Y 
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PRINCIPAL 
1935-1938 
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PRINCIPAL HOUSE 


25 Federal Relief Act, 
H J Res 117; passed 1935 


27 Reciprocal Tariff Act, 
HR 8687; passed 1934 


28 Securities Exchange Act, 
HR 9823; passed 1934 


29 Devaluation of the dollar, 
HR 6976; passed 1934 


30 National Industrial Recov- 


VOTES 1919-1944 


31 Tennessee Valley Authority 
Act, HR 5081; passed 1933 


2 Agricultural Adjustment Act, 
R 8835; passed 1933 


33 Federal Emergency Relief 
Act, HR 4606; passed 1933 


34% Prohibition repeal, 
S J Res 211; passed 1933 


35 Norris-LaGuardia Anti- 





ery Act, HR 5755; passed 19338 Injunction Act, HR 5815; 


passed 1932 


Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; 


d-ADSent, 
AY~announced for; AN-Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


KEY OW VOTING: W—Way; 
not voting; 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1932-1935 


ti-lnojunction 


District. 
Gold Devaluation- 


Relief Act-1935 
Tariff Act-1934 
1934 

Relief Act-1938 


AAA Act-1933 


c 
° 
oo] 
- 
- 
a 
on 
a 
° 
i 
= 


oD 
o 
= 
! 
3 
© 
ex 
Cy 
a 
289 
121 


Reciprocal 
Securities 
Act-1934 


SM tvs Act-1933 
nn 


Ls) 
@o 
- 
a 
oO 


@ 
col 
> 
o 
oO 
Lad 
w 
iA 
Lad 


Hobbs (D 
Gearhart (R 
Lea (D 
Tolan (0 
Welch 


Kopplemann (D0 


Peterson (D 





Brown (D0 
Cox (D 
Peterson (0D 
Rams peck 
Tarver (0 
Vinson (0 
Wood (0 
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KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y—Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; sA-ADsent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


Act-1933 


1932-1935 


Relief Act-1935 


District 
Anti-Injunction 


w Reciprocal 
“Tariff Act-1934 
® Securities 
© Act-1934 
nw Gold Devaluation-—- 
©1934 
NIRA-1933 
TVA Act-1933 
AAA Act-19383 
Prohibition 
Repeal-1933 
*Act-1932 


w Relief 


25 TO 35 


np 
a 
w 
o 
w 
i 
w 
Ld 
Ww 
w 
ee 


White (0 


Allen (R 
Arends (R 
Church (R 
Dirksen (R) 
Kelly (0 
O'Brien (D 
Reed (R 
Sabath (D 


Ludlow (D 


Gwynne (R) 


Carlson (R 
ko R 


Cha 

Ma 0 
O'Neal (0 
Robsion (R) 
Spence (0 


Allen 


Gifford (R 
Holmes (R 


~< 


Martin (R) 
Rogers (R) 
Wigglesworth (R) 


zilz/=/i</| ~j/= 


Blac kne R 
Craw d (R 
Dingell (D0 
Dondero (R) 

el (R 
Ho n (R 
Hook (D 

sins 

Michener (R) 
Rabaut (D 
Sadowski (D 
Wolcott (R) 
Woodruff (R) 


zizi<] <izix<[~ <|(2(2i2z\i<jiziz 
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KEY ON VOTING: N-Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Palired for; PN—Paired against; A-Absent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN-Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1932-1935 





uation- 


District 
Relief Act-1935 


Reciprocal 
Tariff Act-1934 
Securities 

@ Act-1934 

> NIRA-1933 
TVA Act-1933 
AAA Act-1933 
Relief Act-1933 
Prohibition 

* Repeal-1933 
Anti-Injunction 
Act-1932 


a 


Knutson (R 


> 


Colmer (D 
McGehee (D 
Rankin (D 
Whittington (D0 


Bell (0 
Cannon (D 
Cochran (D 
Short (R 
Zimmerman (D 


Stefan (R) 


Baton (R) 
Hart (D 
Fartley (R) 
Norton (D 
Powers (R) 
Wolverton (R) 


Andrews (R) 

Bloom (0 

Buckle D 

Celler (0D 

Cole (R 

Delaney, Jno. (D0 
u tein (D0 

Hancock (R 

MARCANTONIO (ALP 

Pfolfer (D 

Reed (R 

Somers (D 

Taber (R 

Wadsworth (R) 


zie |~ |e |< |< [ aS |<< j2=|<|<[|~</= 


Barden (D0 
Bulwinkle (D 
Clark (D 
Coole i) 
Doughton (D 
Kerr (D0 
Weaver (0 





Lemke (R) 








KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP-General pair; PY-Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-absent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1932-1935 


District 
Relief Act-1933 


w Relief Act-1935 
w Reciprocal 
“Tariff Act-1934 
w Securities 

@ Act-1934 

Gold Devaluation- 
© NIRA-1933 

ee TVA Act-1933 

bhp AAA Act-1983 

* Repeal-1933 


TO 35 


Crosser 
Fess {R 
Jenkins 
Thom (D 


Johnson 


Mott (Rr) 


hinzer (R) 
Rich (R) 
Snyder (D 
Walter (D 
Wolfenden (R) 


Richards (0D 


Cooper (D 
Reece (R) 


Johnson, L.A. (D0 
Lanham (D 
Mahon (D) - 
Mansfield (D) 
Patman (D 

burn (D 
Sumners (0D) 
Thomason (D 
West (D 


Robinson (D0 


Plumley (2) 
¥ 1A 
Bland (0 
Burch (D 
Orewry (D 
Flannagan (D0 
Robertson (D 
Smith (D 
Woodrum (D 
iA 
Kee (D 
Randolph (D 





HULL (PROG) 
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PRINCIPAL HOUSE VOTES 1919-1944 



































































































































36 Smoot-Hawley Tariff, uO Accept Ford bid Muscle 
HR 2667; passed 1930 Shoals Dam, HR 518; passed 
1925; died in conference 
37 Reduction of corporation 
and income tax rates, HR 1; Mi Child Labor Amendment, 
passed 1927 H J Res 184; passed 1924 
38 McNary-Haugen Bill, 42 Volstead Act Veto, 
S 4808; passed 1927; vetoed HR 6810; overridden 1919 
39 Railway Labor Act, 43 Woman Suffrage Amendment, 
HR 9463; passed 1926 H J Res 1; passed 1919 
KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y—Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN-Paired against; A-ADsent, 
not voting; AY—Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 
t ! oo. 
PRINCIPAL m = S te a - bp = 
HOUSE VOTES a8 | 5 > 2 5 5 < 27 
zc: 1S) boil ed — = 2 co. He 

: a7 j2 (Te ies" |S | 32) 83 

z | 1919-1930 te ik lft 12818. ie. 1 SF let 

ro) O-n Lod Se a 0:'a J no a 

n of —KN zea “+e aN AN “se Eo 

real Es Co U-r su as as oo cE 

= Te aiken! = ae ae Com >> z= 
36 TO 43 36 37 38 39 | uO 41 42 43 
TOTAL YEAS |268 |366 | 244 | 381 | 227 | 297 | 175 | 30% 
VOTES NAYS 147 24 |178 13 | 183 | 69 55 89 

T 
DEMO- YEAS 20 |188 97 |157 | 169 | 127 | 78] 102 
CRATS NAYS [130 1 | 70 8| 19| 56| 26] 70 
REPUB- YEAS |2umu |181 [112 |222 | 58/168 | 93] 200 

T 
LICANS NAYS 12 | 21 |108 5 123 | 13 | 29 | 19) 
CALIFORNIA ae 

1 Lea (D) Y f 
Welch (R) | 
GEORGIA 

2 Cox (0) N y N 

é Tarver (D) N 
Vinson (D) N Y y ) Y N N “| 
ELLINGIS ‘ 

5 Sa ba th (0) N y y Y N ‘ “= y me 
TNO LANA ” * ce: 
Johnson (R) y oS. Se 

ae Ae | Se Cee Se 
ii. | Ludlow (0) — 7 T 
KANSAS = * peas 
5 Lope nx) Y y 
— a - - = aoe —- +-—— —j}—____ 
| KENTUCKY “a ! 

oo) Le a oe a a a 

9 robsion Y y armen i 
_ _ a all 
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District 





not voting; AY—Announced for; 


PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1919-1930 

36 TO 43 
Gifford ‘/R 
Martin (R) 
Rogers /R) 
Wigglesworth (R) 


hichener (Rk) 


Woodru (R) 


Andersen (Rk) 
Andresen (R} 
Knutson (R) 
Pittenger (R) 


Rankin (0 
Whittington (D0 


Cannon (0D) 
Cochran (D 


Wolverton (R} 


Baton (R) 
Fartley (R) 


Norton (D0 
Wolverton (R) 


Bloom (0D 
Celler (D 
Dickstein (D 
Fancocrk (R} 
Reed (R) 
Somers (D 
Taber ‘R) 


1WA 


Bulwinkle (D) 


Clark (0) 
Doughton (0D) 
Kerr (D0 
Weaver (D 


Crosser (D) 
Fess (R} 
Jenkins 


Johnson 


Wolfenden ;{R) 


\w Smoot-Hawley 
© Tari ff-1930 


Tax Reduction- 


™“ 1927 


w McNary-Haugen 
@ Bill-1927 


w Railway Labor 
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w Act-1926 


a Muscle Shoals- 


o 1925 


gw Child Labor- 


1924 


KEY ON VOTING: N~Nay; Y-Yea; GP-General pair; PY—Paired for; 


PN—Paired against; A-ADsent, 
AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 


gm Volstead Act 
rw Veto-1919 


gw Woman Suffrage 
w Amendment-1919 








KEY ON VOTING: N—Nay; Y-Yea; GP—General pair; PY—Paired for; PN—Paired against; A-Abdsent, 
not voting; AY-Announced for; AN—Announced against; NR-Not recorded. 





PRINCIPAL 
HOUSE VOTES 


1919-1930 


Railway Labor 
Amendment~1919 


Smoot -Hawley 
® Tarif f-1930 
Tax Reduction- 
~ 1927 
McNary-Haugen 
@ Bill-1927 
wo Act-1926 


District 
re Woman Suffrage 


# Muscle Shoals- 
© 1925 

# Child Labor- 
* Volstead Act 
® Veto-1919 


- 1924 


Hare (D 


Cooper (D 
Reece (Rk) 


Johnson, L.A. 
Lanham (D0 
Mansfield (0) 
Patman (D 
Rayburn (D 
Sumners (0) 





Bland (D 
Drewry (D0 
Woodrum (D 


HULL (PROG) 
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THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGES TO CONGRESS 


MAJOR MESSAGES, January-March 1945 


Message on the State of the Union, January 6. 
Budget Message, January 9. 


Supplementary Message on Bretton Woods Agreement, 
February 12. 


Message on Reciprocal Trade Agreements, March 26, 


Message on Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations, March 26. 


MESSAGE ON THE STATE OF THE UNION 


To the Congress of the United States: 


In considering the state of the nation, the war and the peace that 
is to follow are naturally uppermost in the minds of all of us. 


This war must be waged--it is being waged--with the greatest and 
most persistent intensity. Everything we are and have is at stake. 
Everything we are and have will be given. American men, fighting far 
from home, have already won victories which the world will néver forget. 


We have no question of the ultimate victory. We have no question 
of the cost. Cur losses will be heavy. We and our allies will go on 
fighting together to ultimate total victory. 


* * * 


In the future we must never forget the lesson that we have learned 
--that we must have friends who will work with us in peace as they have 
fought at our side in war. 


In all of the far-flung operations of our own armed forces--on land 
and sea and in the air--the final job, the toughest job, has been per- 
formed by the average, easy-going, hard-fighting young American who 
carries the weight of battle on his own shoulders. 
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More Production Required 


It is to him that we aaa all future generations of Americans must 
pay grateful tribute. 


But it is of small satisfaction to him to know that monuments will 
be raised to him in the future. He wants, he needs and he is entitled 
to insist upon our full and active support--now. 


Although unprecedented production figures have made possible our 
victories, we shall have to increase our goals even more in certain 
items. 





Peak deliveries of supplies were made to the War Department in 
December, 1943. Due in part to cut-backs, we have not produced as much 
since then. Deliveries of Army supplies were down by 15 per cent by 
July, 1944, before the upward trend was once more resumed. 


Because of increased demands from overseas, the Army Service Force 
in the month of October, 1944, had to increase its estimate of required 
production by 10 per cent. But in November, one month later, the re- 
quirements for 1945 had to be increased another 10 per cent, sending 
the production goal well above anything we have yet attained. Our 
armed forces in combat have steadily increased their expenditure of 
medium and heavy artillery ammunition. As we continue the decisive 
phases of this war, the munitions that we expend will mount day by day. 


In October, 1944, while some were saying the war in Europe was 
over, the Army was shipping more men to Europe than in any previous 
month of the war. 


Need For Nurses 


One of the most urgent immediate requirements of the armed forces 
is more nurses. Last April the Army requirement for nurses was set at 
50,000. Actual strength in nurses was then 40,000. Since that time 
the Army has tried to raise the additional 10,000. Active recruiting 
has been carried on, but the net gain in eight months has been only 
2,000. There are now 42,000 nurses in the Army. 





The present shortage of Army nurses is reflected in undue strain 
on the existing force. More than a thousand nurses are now hospitalized 
and part of this is due to overwork. The shortage is also indicated by 
the fact that eleven Army hospital units have been sent overseas with- 
out their complement of nurses. At Army hospitals in the United States 
there is only one nurse to twenty-six beds, instead of the recommended 
one to fifteen beds. 


It is tragic that the gallant women who have volunteered for ser- 
vice as nurses should be so overworked. It is tragic that our wounded 
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men should ever want for the best possible nursing care. 


The inability to get the needed nurses for the Army is not due to 
any shortage of nurses. Two hundred eighty thousand registered nurses 
are now practicing in this country. It has been estimated by the War 
Manpower Commission that 27,000 additional nurses could be made avail- 
able to the armed forces without interfering too seriously with the 
needs of the civilian population for nurses. 


Nurse Draft Recommended 


Since volunteering has not produced the number of nurses required, 
I urge that the Selective Service Act be amended to provide for the 
induction of nurses into the armed forces. The need is too pressing 
to await the outcome of further efforts at recruiting. 


The care and treatment given to our wounded and sick soldiers have 
been the best known to medical science. Those standards must be main- 
tained at all costs. We cannot tolerate a lowering of them by failure 


to provide adequate nursing for the brave men who stand desperately in 
need of it. 


If we do not keep constantly ahead of our enemies in the develop- 


ment of new weapons, we pay for our backwardness with the life's blood 
of our sons. 


The only way to meet these increased needs for new weapons and 
more of them is for every American engaged in war work tc stay on his 
war job--for additional American civilians, men and women, not engaged 
in essential work to go out and get a war job. Workers who are re- 
leased because their production is cut back should get another job 


where production is being increased. This is no time to quit or change 
to less essential jobs. 


There is an old and true saying that the Lord hates a quitter, and 
this nation must pay for all those who leave their essential jobs--or 
all those who lay down on their essential jobs for non-essential 


reasons. And, again, that payment must be made with the life's blood 
of our sons. 


Manpower Shortages 


Many critical production programs with sharply rising needs are 
now seriously hampered by manpower shortages. The most important Army 
needs are artillery, ammunition, cotton duck, bombs, tires, tanks, 
heavy trucks and even B-29s. In each of these vital programs, present 
production is behind requirements. 
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Navy production of bombardment ammunition is hampered by manpower 
shortages; so is production for its huge rocket program. Labor 


shortages have also delayed its cruiser and carrier programs and pro- 
duction of certain types of aircraft. 


There is critical need for more repair workers and repair parts; 
this lack delays the return of damaged fighting ships to their places in 


the fleet and prevents ships now in the fighting line from getting 
needed overhauling. 


The pool of young men under 26 classified as 1-A is almost depleted. 
Increased replacements for the armed forces will take men now deferred 
who are at work in war industry. The armed forces must have an assur- 
ance of a steady flow of young men for replacements. Meeting this para- 
mount need will be difficult and will also make it progressively more 
difficult to attain the 1945 production goals. 


Last year, after much consideration, I recommended that the 
Congress adopt a National Service Act as the most efficient and demo- 


cratic way of insuring full production for our war requirements. This 
recommendation was not adopted. 


I now again call upon the Congress to enact this measure for the 
total mobilization of all our human resources for the prosecution of 


the war. I urge that this be done at the earliest possible moment. It 
is not too late in the war. 


In fact, bitter experience has shown that in this kind of mecha- 
nized warfare, where new weapons are constantly being created by our 
enemies and by ourselves, the closer we come to the end of the war the 
more pressing becomes the need for sustained war production with which 
to deliver the final blow to the enemy. 


Arguments for National Service Law 
There are three basic arguments for a national service law. 


First--It would assure that we have the right numbers of workers 
in the right places at the right times. 


Second--It would provide supreme proof to all our fighting men that 


we are giving them what they are entitled to, which is nothing less than 
our total effort. 


And third--It would be the final, unequivocal answer to the hopes 
of the Nazis and the Japanese that we may become half-hearted about this 
war and that they can get from us a negotiated peace. 


National service legislation would make it possible to put our- 


selves in a position to assure certain and speedy action in meeting our 
manpower needs. 


204 














Limited Application Expected 


It would be used only to the extent absolutely required by mili- 
tary necessities. In fact, experience in Great Britain and in other 
nations at war indicates that use of the compulsory powers of national 
service is necessary only in rare instances. 


This proposed legislation would provide against loss of retirement 


and seniority rights and benefits. It would not mean reduction in 
wages. 


In adopting such legislation, it is not necessary to discard the 
voluntary and cooperative processes which have prevailed up to this 
time. This cooperation has already produced great results. The contri- 
bution of our workers to the war effort has been beyond measure. We 
must build on the foundations that have already been laid and supple- 
ment the measures now in operation in order to guarantee the production 
that may be necessary in the critical period that lies ahead. 


At the present time we are using the inadequate tools at hand to 
do the best we can by such expedients as manpower ceilings and the use 
of priority and other powers to induce men and women to shift from non- 
essential to essential war jobs. 


Letters from War and Navy Secretaries 


I am in receipt of a joint letter from the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy, dated Jan. 3, 1945 which says: 


"With the experience of three years of war and after the most 
thorough consideration, we are convinced that it is now necessary to 
carry out the statement made by the Congress in the joint resolutions 
declaring that a state of war existed with Japan and Germany; that ‘to 
bring the conflict to a successful conclusion, all of the resources of 
the country are hereby pledged by the Congress of the United States.’ 


"In our considered judgment, which is supported by General Marshall 
and Admiral King, this requires total mobilization of our manpower by 
the passage of a national war service law. The armed forces need this 
legislation to hasten the day of final victory and to keep to a minimum 
the cost in lives. 


"National war service, the recognition by law of the duty of every 
citizen to do his or her part in winning the war, will give complete 
assurance that the need for war equipment will be filled. In the 
coming year we must increase the output of many weapons and supplies on 
short notice. Otherwise we shall not keep our production abreast of the 
swiftly changing needs of war. At the same time it will be necessary to 
draw progressively many men now engaged in war production to serve with 
the armed forces and their places in war production must be filled 
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promptly. These developments will require the addition of hundreds of 
thousands to those already working in war industry. We do not believe 
that these needs can be met effectively under the present methods. 


"The record made by management and labo? in war industry has been 
a notable testimony to the resourcefulness and power of America. The 
needs are so great, nevertheless, that in many instances we have been 
forced to recall soldiers and sailors from military duty to do work of 
a civilian character in war production because of the urgency of the 
need for equipment and because of inability to recruit civilian labor." 


Use of 4F's 


Pending action by the Congress on the broader aspects of national 
service, I recommended that the Congress immediately enact legislation 
which will be effective in using the services of the 4,000,000 men now 
classified as 4-F in whatever capacity is best for the war effort. 


* * * 
The Peoples’ Peace 


In the field of foreign policy, we propose to stand together with 
the United Nations not for the war alone but for the victory for which 
the war is fought. 


It is not only a common danger which unites us but a common hope. 
Ours is an association not of governments but of peoples--and the 
peoples’ hope is peace. Here as in England, in England as in Russia, in 
Russia as in China, in France and through the Continent of Europe and 
throughout the world wherever men love freedom, the hope and purpose of 
the peoples are for peace--a peace that is durable and secure. 


It will not be easy to create this peoples’ peace. We delude our- 
selves if we believe that the surrender of the armies of our enemies 
will make the peace we long for. The unconditional surrender of the 
armies of our enemies is the first and necessary step--but the first 
step only. 


* * x 


Cooperation Not a One-way Street 


The nearer we come to vanquishing our enemies the more we inevit- 
ably become conscious of differences among the victors. 


We must not let those differences divide us and blind us to our 
more important common and continuing interests in winning the war and 
building the peace. 
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International cooperation on which enduring peace must be based is 
not a one-way street. 


Perfectionism no less than isolationism or imperialism or power 
politics may obstruct the paths to international peace. Let us not 
forget that the retreat to isolationism a quarter of a century ago was 
started not by a direct attack against international cooperation, but 
against the alleged imperfections of the peace. 


Disillusion After Last War 


In our disillusionment after the last war we preferred interna- 
tional anarchy to internatioral cooperation with nations which did not 
see and think exactly as we did. We gave up the-hope of gradually 
achieving a better peace because we had not the courage to fulfill our 
responsibilities in an admittedly imperfect world. 


We must not let that happen again or we shall follow the same 
tragic road again--the road to a third world war. 


We can fulfill our responsibilities for maintaining the security 
of our own country only by exercising our power and our influence to 
achieve the principles in which we believe and for which'we have fought. 


* %* * 


It is our purpose to help the peace-loving peoples of Europe to 
live together as good neighbors, to recognize their common interests and 
not to nurse their traditional grievances against one another. 


Permanent Machinery for Peace 


But we must not permit the many specific and immediate problems of 
adjustment connected with the liberation of Europe to delay the 
establishment of permanent machinery for the maintenance of peace. 
Under the threat of a common danger, the United Nations joined together 
in war to preserve their independence and their freedom. They must now 
join together to make secure the independence and freedom of all peace- 
loving States so that never again shall tyranny be able to divide and 
conquer. 


International peace and well-being, like national peace and well- 
being, require constant alertness, continuing cooperation and organized 
effort. 


International peace and well-being, like national peace and well- 
being, can be secured only through institutions capable of life and 
growth. 
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lany of the problems of the peace are upon us even now while the 
conclusion of the war is still before us. The atmosphere of friendship 
and mutual understanding and determination to find a common ground of 
common understanding, which surrounded the conversations at Dumbarton 
Oaks, gives us reason to hope that future discussions will succeed in 
developing the democratic and fully integrated world security system 
toward which these preparatory conversations were directed. 


We and the other United Nations are going forward with vigor and 
resolution in our efforts to create such a system by providing for it 
strong and flexible institutions of joint and cooperative action. 


The aroused conscience of humanity will not permit failure in this 
supreme endeavor. 


Growth of International Understanding 


We believe that the extraordinary advances in the means of inter- 
communication between peoples over the past generation offer a practical 
method of advancing the mutual understanding upon which peace and the 
institutions of peace must rest, and it is our policy and purpose to use 
these great technological achievements for the common advantage of the 
world. 


We support the greatest possible freedom of trade and commerce. 


We Americans have always believed in freedom of opportunity, and 
equality of opportunity remains one of the principal objectives of our 
national life. What we believe in for individuals, we believe in also 
for nations. We are opposed to restrictions, whether by public act or 
private arrangement, which distort and impair commerce, transit and 
trade. 


We have housecleaning of our own te do in this regard. But it is 
our hope, not only in the interest of our own prosperity but in the 
interest of the prosperity of the world, that trade and commerce and 
access to materials and markets may be freer after this war than ever 
before in the history of the world. 


* »* * 


Universal Military Training 


I am clear in my own mind that, as an essential factor in the 
maintenance of peace in the future, we must have universal military 
training after this war and I shall send a special message to the 
Congress on this subject. 


An enduring peace cannot be achieved without a strong America-- 
strong in the social and economic sense as well as in the military sense. 
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The Economic Bill of Rights 


In the state of the union message last year, I set forth what I 
considered to be an American economic bill of rights. 


I said then and I say now that these economic truths represent a 
second bill of rights under which a new basis of security and prosperity 
can be established for all--regardless of station, race or creed. 


Of these rights the most fundamental, and one on which the fulfill- 
ment of the others in a large degree depends, is the "right to a useful 
and remunerative job in the industries or shops or farms or mines of 
the nation.” In turn, others of the economic rights of American 
citizenship, such as the right to a decent home, to a good education, to 
good medical care, to social security, to reasonable farm income will, 


if fulfilled, make major contributions to achieving adequate levels of 
employment. 


The Federal Government must see to it that these rights become 


realities--with the help of States, municipalities, business, labor and 
agriculture. 


Full Employment 


We have had full employment during the war. We have had it be- 
cause the Government has been ready to buy all the materials of war 
which the country could produce--and this has amounted to approximately 
half our present productive capacity. 


After the war we must maintain full employment, with Government 
performing its peacetime functions. This means that we must achieve a 
level of demand and purchasing power by private consumers--farmers, 
business men, workers, professional men, housewives--which is sufficient- 
ly high to replace wartime Government demands; and it means also that 
we must greatly increase our export trade above the pre-war level. 


Our policy is, of course, to rely as much as possible on private 
enterprise to provide jobs. But the American people will not accept 
mass unemployment or mere makeshift work. There will be need for the 


work of everyone willing and able to work--and that means close to 
€0,000,000 jobs. 


Full employment means not only jobs, but productive jobs. Ameri- 
cans do not regard jobs that pay substandard wages as productive jobs. 


Competition and Small Business 


We must make sure that private enterprise works as it is supposed 
to work--on the basis of initiative and vigorous competition, without 
the stifling presence of monopolies and cartels. 
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During the war we have guaranteed investment in enterprise essen- 
tial to the war effort. We should also take appropriate measures in 
peacetime to secure opportunities for new small enterprises and for 
productive business expansion for which finance would otherwise be 
unavailable. 


This necessary expansion of-our peacetime productive capacity will 
require new facilities, new plants and new equipment. 


It will require large outlays of money which should be raised 
through normal investment channels. But while private capital should 
finance this expansion program, the Government should recognize its 
responsibility for sharing part of any special or abnormal risk of’ loss 
attached to such financing. 


Development of River Valleys 


Our full-employment program requires the extensive development of 
our natural resources and other useful public works. The undeveloped 
resources of this continent are still vast. Our river-watershed 
projects will add new and fertile territories to the United States. 
The TVA, which was constructed at a cost of $75G,000,000--the cost of 
waging this war for less than four days--was a bargain. We have simi- 
lar opportunities in our other great river basins. By harnessing the 
resources of these river basins, as we have in the Tennessee Valley, we 
shall provide the same kind of stimulus to enterprise as was provided 
by the Louisiana Purchase and the new discoveries in the West during 
the Nineteenth Century. 


Airports, Highways, Housing 


If we are to avail ourselves fully of the benefits of civil avia- 
tion and if we are to use the automobiles we can produce, it will be 
necessary to construct thousands of airports and to overhaul our entire 
national highway system. 


The provision of a decent home for every family is a national 
necessity if this country is to be worthy of its greatness--and that 
task will itself create great employment opportunities. Most of our 
cities need extensive rebuilding. Much of our farm plant is ina state 
of disrepair. To make a frontal attack on the problems of housing and 
urban reconstruction will require thoroughgoing cooperation between 
industry and labor, and the Federal, State and local Governments. 


Social Security and Taxes 


An expanded Social Security program and adequate health and educa- 
tion programs must play essential roles in a program designed to 
support individual productivity and mass purchasing power. I shall 
communicate further with the Congress on these subjects at a later date. 
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The millions of productive jobs that a program of this nature 
could bring are jobs in private enterprise. They are jobs based on the 
expanded demand for the output of our economy for consumption and in- 
vestment. Through a program of this character we can maintain a 
national income high enough to provide for an orderly retirement of the 
public debt along with reasonable tax reduction. 


Our present tax system geared primarily to war requirements must be 
revised for peacetime so as to encourage private demand. 


While no general revision of the tax structure can be made until 
the war ends on all fronts, the Congress should be prepared to provide 
tax modifications at the end of the war in Europe designed to encourage 
capital to invest in new enterprises and to provide jobs. As an 
integral part of this program to maintain high employment, we must, 
after the war is over, reduce or eliminate taxes which bear too heavily 
on consumption. 


The war will leave deep disturbances in the world economy, in our 
national economy, in many communities, in many families and in many 
individuals. It will require determined effort and responsible action 
of all of us to find our way back to peacetime and to help others to 
find their way back to peacetime--a peacetime that holds the values of 
the past and the promise of the future. 


If we attack our problems with determination we shall succeed. And 
we must succeed. For freedom and peace cannot exist without security. 


The Administration and Congress 


During the past year the American people, in a national election, 
re-asserted their democratic faith. 


In the course of that campaign, various references were made to 
"strife" between this Administration and the Congress, with the implica- 
tion, if not the direct assertion, that this Administration and the 
Congress could never work together harmoniously in the service of the 
nation. 


It cannot be denied that there have been disagreements between the 
legislative and executive branches--as there have been disagreements 
during the past century and a half. 


I think we all realize, too, that there are some people in this 
capital city whose task is in large part to stir up dissension and to 
magnify normal, healthy disagreements so that they appear to be 
irreconcilable conflicts. 


But I think that the overall record in this respect is eloquent: 
the Government of the United States of America--all branches of it--has 
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a good record of achievement in this war. 


The Congress, the Executive and the judiciary have worked together 
for the common good. 


I myself want to tell you, the members of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives, how happy I am in our relationships and 
friendships. I have not yet had the pleasure of meeting some of the 
new members in each house, but I hope that opportunity will offer it- 
self in the near future. 


We have a great many problems ahead of us and we must approach 
them with realism and courage. 


The Year 1945 


This New Year of 1945 can be the greatest year of achievement in 
human history. 


Nineteen hundred forty five can see the final ending of the Nazi- 
Fascist reign of terror in Europe. 


Nineteen hundred forty five can see the closing in of the forces 


of retribution about the center of the malignant power of imperialistic 
Ja pan. 


Most important of all--1946 can and must see the substantial be- 
ginning of the organization of world peace. This organization must be 
the fulfillment of the promise for which men have fought and died in 
this war. It must be the justification of all the sacrifices that have 
been made--of all the dreadful misery that this world has endured. 


We Americans of today, together with our allies, are making 


history--and I hope it will be better history than ever has been made 
before. 


We pray that we may be worthy of the unlimited opportunities that 
God has given us. 


Franklin D. Roosevelt 
The White House, 
Jan. 6, 1945 
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THE BUDGET MESSAGE 


To the Congress of the United States: 


I am transmitting the budget for the fiscal year 1946 as fighting 
all over the globe reaches a climax of fury. We on the home front must 
back our fighting men and women to the limit. That is our supreme duty. 
At the same time we must look ahead. We must be ready to throw our 


whole effort into the campaign against Japan as fast as the war in 
Europe permits. 


And finally, we must begin plans to transform an all-out war 
economy into a full-employment peace economy whenever demobilization 
becomes possible. Programs for all these developments must be consider- 
ed in budget planning for a period that extends over eighteen wonths. 


ee 


Depending on various assumptions which may reasonably be made with 
respect to the course of the war, estimates of war expenditures for the 
fiscal year 1946 range from less than $60,000,0C0O,000 to more than 
¢80,000,000,0C0O. I propose to use #70,000,000,000 as a tentative esti- 
mate of war expenditures for the fiscal year 1946. I repeat, however-- 


the rate of actual spending must depend on developments on the battle- 
fronts. 


For purposes other than war, I am recommending appropriations, in 
general and special accounts, to cover estimated expenditures of 
$#13 , 000, 000, 000. 


Total Budget for 1945 


Total appropriations and authorizations (including reappropria- 
tions and permanent appropriations) for war and other purposes reached 
a peak of #128,000,000,000 for the last complete fiscal year that ended 
June 30, 1944; $97,000,000,000 have been appropriated for the current 
fiscal year; and I estimate now that $87,000,000,000 will be recommended 
to the Congress for the next fiscal year. 


Total expenditures for war and other purposes (in general and 
special accounts and net outlays of Government corporations, excluding 
debt retirement) were $95,000,000,000 during the fiscal year 1944; they 
are now estimated at $100,000,000,000 for the current fiscal year; and, 
on the basis of the tentative estimates of war expenditures, they will 
be $83,000,000,000 during the fiscal year 194€. 
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I propose no substantial change in tax legislation at this time. 
Revenues are expected to decline somewhat under the influence of the 
estimated decline in expenditures. The Federal debt is estimated to 
reach $252,000,000,000 on June 30, 1945, and $292,000,000,000 twelve 
months later. 


$2,623 Million for Veterans 


Although the full impact of the veterans' program will not be felt 
until the years following demobilization, the total estimated require- 
ments for 1946 of $2,623,000,000 represent about 20 per cent of the 
total appropriations for other than direct war purposes. They are more 
than double the total appropriated for the veterans' program in the 
current fiscal year. 


* %*« * 


Interest on Public Debt 


Interest on the public debt is estimated to rise next year by 
$750, 000,000 to $4,500,000,000. This rise reflects entirely the current 
increase in the outstanding debt. No change is anticipated in the low- 
interest rates at which the war is being financed. 


Refunds of taxes are expected to require a total of $2, 725,000,000, 
an increase of $556,000,000 over the fiscal year 1945. About 
$1,000, 000, 000 of this total will consist of repayments to wage and 
salary earnings of withholdings in excess of tax liabilities. 


Another billion dollars reflects the issuance of post-war bonds 
which cover the refundable 10 per cent of the excess profits tax. 
Other corporate tax refunds are due to the recomputation of the special 
amortization allowances for emergency facilities certified to be no 
longer necessary for war production, and to the carry-back provisions of 
corporate income and excess profits tax laws. The refunds arising from 
these provisions for corporate tax relief will reach full volume only 
in future years. 


Appropriations for Agriculture 


Agricultural production has continued at record levels for three 
successive war years. Farm income has been more than 135 per cent of 
parity throughout the period. To assure continued production at a high 
level, I recommend appropriations for the Department of Agriculture, 
including the War Food Administration, of $512,000,000. Although this 
is considerably less than has been appropriated in the fiscal year 
1945, the amount available, after adjustment for unused balances, re- 
appropriations and transfers, will not be substantially less than the 
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amount being used for agricultural purposes in this fiscal year. 


The appropriations include provision for the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Agency, the Soil Conservation Service, the Farm Security Adminis- 
tration, the exportation and domestic consumption of agricultural 
commodities, the administration of the Sugar Act, and research and 
other long-established functions of the Department of Agriculture. 


Commodity Credit Corporation 


They do not include provision for potential net expenditures of 
either the Commodity Credit Corporation or the Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation. Of the $512,000,000 recommended, $10,000,000 for the War 
Food Administration is designated for war activities and $10,000,000 
is for general public works. 


Anticipating the needs of returning war veterans and the desira- 
bility of providing adequate assistance to small, low-income farmers, I 
recommend that the borrowing authority of the Farm Security Administra- 
tion be increased from $67,000,000 to $125,000,000 for rural rehabili- 
tation and from $15,000,000 to $50,000,000 for the tenant purchase pro- 
gram. 


I recommend that the borrowing authority of the Rural Electrifica- 
tion Administration be increased from $25,000,000 to $150,000,000 in 
order to permit the extension of electricity to at least part of the 
six million rural families now without such service. 


I have already given my approval to a recommendation of the War 
Food Administrator for an increase of $2,000,000,000 in borrowing 
authority of the Commodity Credit Corporation. I shall recommend 
appropriations for financing the revived program for crop insurance in 
the very near future. 


* * * 


Social Security 


. Appropriations for administration and grants under the Social 
Security program are estimated at $494,000,000 for the fiscal year 
1946, an increase of $14,000,000 over the fiscal year 1945. This in- 
crease is largely for higher grants to match payments of the States 
under the Social Security Act. 


I hope that the Congress will give early consideration to extension 
and improvement of our Social Security system and will re-examine the 
financial basis of the program. 


* * * 
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Public Works Planning 


Recommended appropriations under the general public works program 
in the fiscal year 1946 total $#279,000,000, $93,000,000 more than 
appropriated for the current year. Balances brought forward from public 
works appropriations of several years ago are about used up. Even with 
the recommended new appropriations, the program as a whole will be 
limited; actual construction will continue to be restricted to those 
projects which contribute to the war effort. Because of the completion 
of some of this war-related construction, expenditures are estimated to 
decrease slightly in the next fiscal year. 


I recommend, however, appropriations for the planning of public 
works which the Congress has already authorized. We must continue to 
stock up a shelf of meritorious construction and development projects to 
be undertaken as manpower and material become available. By the end of 
the current fiscal year, detailed plans will be ready for about 
$1,500,000,000 of Federal public works, and also will be substantially 
ready for a billion-dollar program of Federal-aid highways, half of this 
road program to be financed with State funds. 


We need a larger shelf of detailed plans in order to be prepared 
for the post-war period. Hence, appropriations for 1946 are recommended 
to make possible the completion of additional plans for highways, flood 
control, river development, stream pollution control, power transmission, 
reclamation, hospital and other construction, as authorized by law. 
Further requests for funds for detailed planning of Federal projects 
will be made on Congressional authorization. 


x« * 


Government Corporations 


Receipts of Government corporations (excluding war activities) will 
exceed expenditures for purposes other than debt retirement by 27 
million dollars in the fiscal year 1946, and by 224 million dollars in 
the current fiscal year. 


The operations of the Commodity Credit Corporation in connection 
with the farm and food programs require net outlays of $1, 000, 000, 000 
during the current fiscal year. This assumes a supplemental appropria- 
tion of $256,000,000 to restore impaired capital of the corporation. 


The estimate for the fiscal year 1946 provides for net expenditures 
of $572,000,000, which will absorb practically all the funds available 
to the corporation under its present maximum borrowing authority of 
$3 , OOC, 000, 000. 


If the Congress approves the pending recommendation for a further 
increase in the borrowing authority, increased operations of the 
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corporation may result in additional net expenditures in the fiscal 
year 194€. a 

Activities of other Government corporations are expected to show 
smaller net receipts, than during the fiscal year 1946. Liquidation of 
pre-war loans and other assets will probably taper off. Some expansion 
in the non-defense lending activities of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation is also anticipated. The net receipts of Government corpo- 
rations, in both the fiscal years 1945 and 194€, reflect substantial 
transfers of funds necessary to retire outstanding obligations of the 
Federal land Banks. 


Federal Personnel 


Most of the Federal civilian employes are engaged in essential wer 
work and must stay on the job as long as the war lasts. Government war 
services have suffered in recent months by departure of personnel, 
partly because of overoptimism about early victory, partly because of 
concern about employment opportunities after the war. 


The total number of paid Federal employes in the continental United 
States in November, 1944, was slightly under 2,900,000, of whom 
2,040,000 were in the War and Navy Departments and other war agencies 
and 83€,0O00 in the postoffice and other peacetime establishments. 


The total has declined 12€,00C below the peak of June, 1943. There 
will be further reductions as the ccurse of the war permits, but our 
main concern at the present moment is to keep essential Government 
personnel on the job. 


When at some future date it becomes possible for most Federal 
employes to go on a forty-hour work week their earnings will be 
materially reduced. A situation of hardship and unfairness will then 
exist unless an increase in basic salary rates has been granted in 
recognition of the rise in the cost of living. I recommend a prompt 
re-examination of Federal salary rates with a view to making adjust- 
ments consistent with the national stabilization policy. 


* * * 


Tax Revision 


Wartime taxes must be maintained as long as large-scale war ex- 
penditures are necessary. There is no justification for tax reductions 
as long as we are engaged in a major war. When a favorable development 
of the war allows a major decline in war expenditures, minor tax adjust- 
ments will become rossible and desirable. I am pleased that the Joint 


Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation is studying the tax problems of 
the transition and post-war period. 
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Borrowing in 1946 


Borrowing requirements during the fiscal year 194€ will amount to 
an estimated $40,000,000,000, compared with #51,000,000,000 in the 
current fiscal year. Federal trust funds will have #5,000,000,00C avail- 
able for investment in Government securities, thus leaving $35,000, 000,- 
000 to be borrowed from individuals and financial and other institutions. 


* * * 


These estimates assume that the Treasury general fund balance, 
which amounted to #20, 000,000,0CO at the end of the fiscal year 1944, 
will be reduced by $5, 000,000,000 during the current fiscal year, and by 
$2,000,000, 000 during the fiscal year 194€. 


They also assume that retirement of guaranteed obligations of 
Government corporations held outside the Treasury will be almcst com- 
pleted by June 30, 1945. 


These large borrowing operations will require a further rise in the 
public debt to £292,000,000,000 or June 30, 1946. Before the debt 
reaches this figure a further increase in the #260, 00C,00C,00O debt 
limit will be necessary. 


Management of the public debt has become one of the major financial 
operations of the Government. To assure effective discharge of these 
responsibilities and, in particular, to maintain the present low rates 
of interest, ample powers must be available to the monetary authorities. 
I shall later recommend legislation reducing the present high gold- 
reserve requirements of the Federal Reserve Banks. 


The management of the public debt is bound to have a profound in- 
fluence on the econcmy for a long time to come. Retaining high taxes 
on the masses cf consumers for general reduction of debt held by finan- 
cial institutions may destroy purchasing power and create unemployment. 
But the use of progressive taxes for the redemption of bonds held by 
millions of individual savers mey have a stabilizing influence on in- 
comes and employment. 


I favor a policy of orderly but steady debt reduction, consistent 
with the objectives of long-run economic policy. The mistakes in debt 
management and tax policy after the last war should not be repeated. 


* * x 


Human Side of Reconversion 


The human side of reconversion requires effective organization to 
aid eack discharged war veteran and war worker to find his way back 
into productive peacetime employment. As far as veterans are concerned, 
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the basis is laid by the Servicemen's Readjustment Act. I have already 
emphasized the need to strengthen our Social Security program. 


With respect to the reconversion period, I am particularly con- 
cerned over the fact that broad categories of workers are not ccvered 
by present legislation and that present standards for unemployment 
compensation are not adequate in many States. To promcte employment 
opportunities and to assure the proper occupational adjustment of re- 
turning veterans and war workers, a strong, integrated system of public 
employment offices is a basic necessity. 


We can best accomplish this objective by the establishment, 
through permanent legislation, of an effective national employment 
service with adequate coverage throughout the nation. 


For the reconversion period we should provide assistance for 
travel and retraining of war workers. 


We must also see to it that our administrative machinery for the 
adjustment of labor disputes is ready for the strains of the recon- 
version period. Ve must apply some of our wartime lessons in labor- 
management cooperation in working out a sound long-range labor policy 
implemented by permanent mediation machinery for the adjustment of 
labor disputes. 


The material side of reconversion should also be conducted with a 
view toward the long-range objectives of economic policy. Surplus 
property disposal should contribute to filling the needs of production, 
domestic and foreign. It should be carried on with full recognition of 
the objectives of price stability. 


Every effort should be made to achieve full civilian use of plants 
built for war purposes when they are no longer needed for war produc- 
tion and to facilitate their rapid transfer to private industry for 
productive use. If pranpt transfers of ownership cannot be made, tempo- 
rary lease arrangements may facilitate early productive use while perma- 
nent arrangements for transfer are being worked out. 


Statistical Information 


Statistical information concerning business activities and markets, 
employment and unemployment, incomes, expenditures and savings is 
urgently needed as a guide for economic policies during the remainder 
of the war and during the reconversion and post-war periods. I recom- 
mended appropriations for this purpose to the last Congress. I shall 
transmit recommendations in the near future for. those essential parts 
of the program on which the Congress took no action. 


Business, agriculture, labor and the Government need to know the 
basic economic facts if each is to play its role with maximum effective- 
ness during the months and years ahead. 
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International Bank 


Last July the United Nations monetary and financial conference 
formulated articles of agreement for the establishment of an interna- 
tional monetary fund and an international bank for reconstruction and 
development. These institutions will be integral parts of a broad pro- 
gram for cooperation among the United Nations in those areas of economic 
contact where failure to adopt common policies will result in economic 
"spite fences," economic waste and economic warfare. 


— * «*& 


It is therefore imperative that both the fund and the bank be 
established at once in order that they may be properly staffed and 
equipped to cope with problems which are alreacy developing as the 
countries in Europe are liberated. Accordingly, I urge acceptance of 
agreements and recommend the enactment of legislation’ which would per- 
mit the United States to make its proportionate investment in the fund 
and the bank. 


Export-Import Bank 


In addition to the operations of the International Bank, there 
will continue to be many types of foreign investment in which a na- 
tional financial institution such as the Export-Import Bank should par- 
ticipate, especially during the next few years when the foreign demand 
for our products will be particularly heavy. 


The Export-Import Bank will provide short and medium-term credits 
to finance our exporters. It will also undertake long-term lending for 
reconstruction and development in cases where special American purposes 
are to be served and other countries may not wish to participate. 


In collaboration with private banks, manufacturers, engineers and 
exporters the Export-Import Bank has had ten years of successful 
experience in these fields. At present its resources available for new 
operations are very limited. In order that it may play its part in the 
reconstruction period I recommend early expansion of its lending power. 


At present our foreign investment programs are impeded by legisla- 
tion which restricts loans to those countries which are in default on 
loans arising out of the first World War. For both the International 
Bank and the Export-Import Bank to operate effectively, as well as to 
achieve an adequate flow of private investment, it is essential that 
these restrictions be removed. 
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Extension of Price Controls 


When war production is extensively reduced some of the controls 
which were needed in an all-out war economy can be relaxed, although 
other controls must be continued to assure necessary war production and 
orderly reconversion. For example, we must avoid speculation in inven- 
tories such as contributed to the inflation after the last war. The 
fact that many businesses and individuals have ample funds for a buying 
spree necessitates caution in relaxing controls. 


The balance between incomes, savings and expenditures will still be 
precarious during the reconversion period. It will therefore be neces- 
sary to retain the machinery for allocation and price controls as long 
as certain materials and finished goods are in short supply. I there- 
fore recommend extension of the Economic Stabilization Act before its 
expiration on June 30, 1945. 


Full Employment 


Full employment after the war is not only a matter of immediate 
self-interest, but also part of our stake in world stability and pros- 
perity. Other countries are anxiously awaiting the development of our 
policy and will be more willing to make international commitments if 
they are assured of high post-war employment in the United States. 
They are fully aware that international cooperation cannot succeed un- 
less the United States is prosperous. 


We must attack the employment problem on every front. 


For instance, we must overhaul the wartime tax structure to stimu- 
late consumers' demand and to promote business investment. The elements 


of such a tax program should be developed now so that it can be put into 
effect after victory. 


We must make sure that there are opportunities for new and growing 
business. The national and international policies which we adopt now, 
affecting trade, credit, investment, and competition and monopoly, large- 
ly determine future business and employment opportunities. 


General Postwar Policies 


We must help develop the human standards and material resources of 
the nation, which in turn will tend to increase our productivity and 
most effectively support business expansion and employment. Our program 
skould include provision for extended social security, including medical 
care; for better education, public health, and nutrition; for the im- 
provement of our homes, cities and farms; and for the development of 
transportation facilities and river valleys. We must plan now so that 
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these programs can become effective when manpower and material are 
available. 


I shall from time to time submit to the Congress recommendations 
for legislative measures to implement our demobilization program and to 
assure jobs for all returning war veterans and discharged war workers. 


Our productive achievements during the war have demonstrated once 
and for all the progress which this nation can support, the progress 
which will be required if all our resources are to be put to adequate 
peacetime use. The war, however, will also leave us deep distortions 
in our economic life which must be overcome. We owe it to those who 


give everything that we set our sights as high for peace as we set them 
for war. 


Franklin D. Roosevelt 
Jan. 3, 1945. 


MESSAGE ON BRETTON WOODS AGREEMENT 


To the Congress of the United States: 


In my budget message of January 9 I called attention to the need 
for immediate action on the Bretton Woods proposals for an Interna- 
tional Monetary Fund and an International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development. It is my purpose in this message to indicate the import- 
ance of these international organizations in our plans for a peaceful 
and prosperous world. 


These proposals for an international fund and international bank 
are concrete evidence that the economic objectives of the United States 
agree with those of the United Nations. They illustrate our unity of 
purpose and interest in the economic field. What we need and what they 
need corres pond--expanded production, employment, exchange, and con- 
sumption--in other words, more goods produced, more jobs, more trade, 
and a higher standard of living for us all. To the people of the 
United States this means real peacetime employment for those who will 
be returning from the war and for those at home whose wartime work has 
ended. It also means orders and profits to our industries and fair 
prices to our farmers. We shall need prosperous markets in the world 
to insure our own prosperity, and we shall need the goods the world can 
sell us. For all these purposes, as well as for a peace that will 
endure, we need the partnership of the United Nations. 


* %* * 
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The United States should act promptly upon the plan for the Inter- 
national Bank, which will make or guarantee sound loans for the foreign 
currency requirements of important reconstruction and development pro- 
jects in member countries. One of its most important functions will be 
to facilitate and make secure wide private participation in such loans. 
The Articles of Agreement constituting the charter of the Bank have been 
worked out with great care by an international conference of experts and 
give adequate protection to all interests. I recommend to the Congress 
that we accept the plan, subscribe the capital allotted to us, and 
participate wholeheartedly in the Bank's work. 


* %* * 


Nor do I want to leave with you the impression that the Fund and 
the Bank are all that we will need to solve the economic problems which 
will face the United Nations when the war is over. There are other 
problems which we will be called upon to solve. It is my expectation 
that other proposals will shortly be ready to submit to you for your 
consideration. These will include the establishment of the Food and 
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, broadening and streng- 
thening of the Trade Agreements Act of 1934, international agreement for 
the reduction of trade barriers, the control of cartels and the orderly 
marketing of world surpluses of certain commodities, a revision of the 
Export-Import Bank, and an international oil agreement, as well as pro- 
posals in the field of civil aviation, shipping, and radio and wire 


ccmmunications. It will also be necessary, of course, to repeal the 
Johnson Act. 


The point in history at which we stand is full of promise and of 
danger. The world will either move toward unity and widely shared 
prosperity or it will move apart into necessarily competing economic 
blocs. We have a chance, we citizens of the United States, to use our 
influence in favor of a more united and cooperating world. Whether we 
do so will determine, as far.as it is in our power, the kind of lives 
our grandchildren can live. 


Franklin D. Roosevelt 


The White House, 
Feb. 12, 1945 
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MESSAGE ON RECIPROCAL TRADE AGREEMENTS 
To the Congress of the United States: 


The coming victory of the United Nations means that they, and not 
their enemies, have power to establish the foundations of the future. 


On April 25 their representatives will meet in San Francisco to 
draw up the charter for the general organization of the United Nations 
for security and peace. On this meeting and what comes after it our 
best hopes of a secure and peaceful world depend. 


At the same time we know that we cannot succeed in building a 
peaceful world unless we build an economicelly healthy world. We are 
already taking decisive steps to this end. The efforts to improve our 
currency relationships by the International Monetary Fund, to encourage 
international investments and make them more secure by the International 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, to free the air for peaceful 
flight by the Chicago civil aviation arrangements, are part of that 
endeavor. So, too, is the proposed food and agriculture organization 
of the United Nations. 


We owe it to the vision of Secretary Hull that another of the es- 
sential measures we shall need to accomplish our objective has been 
tested and perfected by 10 years of notably successful experience under 
his leadership. You are all familiar with the Trade Agreements Act 
which has been on the books since 1934 and which, on three occasions, 
since that time, the Congress has renewed. The present law expires in 
June of this year. I recommend that it again be renewed so that the 
great work which Secretary Hull began may be continued. 


* * * 


The record of how trade agreements expand two-way trade is set 
forth in the 1943 report of the Committee on Ways and Means. This 
record shows that between 1934-35 and 1938-39 our exports to trade- 
agreement countries increased by 63 per cent, while our shipments to 
nonagreement countries increased by only 32 per cent; between these 
same periods our imports from agreement countries increased by 22 per 
cent as compared with only 12 per cent from nonagreement countries. 
The disruptions and dislocations resulting from the war make later 
comparisons impossible. The record, published in 194%, is nevertheless 
as valid today as it was then. We know, without any doubt, that trade 
agreements build trade and that they will do so after the war as they 
did before. All sections of our population, labor, farmers, business- 
men, have shared and will share in the benefits which increased trade 
brings. 
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Unfortunately, powerful forces operated against our efforts in the 
years after 1924. The most powerful were the steps of our present 
enemies to prepare themselves for the war they intended to let loose 
upon the world. They did this by subjecting every part of their busi- 
ness life, and especially their foreign trade, to the principle of guns 
instead of butter. In the face of the economic warfare which they 
waged, and the fear and countermeasure which their conduct caused in 
other countries, the success of Secretary Full and his interdepartmental 
associates in scaling down trade barriers is all the more remarkable. 


* * * 


I have urged renewal of the Trade Agreements Act. In order to be 
fully effective the act needs to be strengthened in one important point. 
You will remember that as passed in 1934 it authorized reductions in 
our tariff up to 50 per cent of the rates then in effect. A good 
many of those reductions have been made, and those rates cannot be re- 
duced further. Other reductions, smaller in amount, leave some remain- 
ing flexibility. In other cases no reductions have beer made at all, 
so that the full original authority remains. 


You will realize that in negotiating agreements with any foreign 
country, what we can accomplish depends on what both parties can con- 
tribute. In each of the agreements we have made, we have contributed 
reductions on products of special interest to the other party to the 
agreement, and we have obtained commensurate contribution in the form 
of concessions on products of special interest to us. 


As to those countries, much of our original authority under the 
act has been used up. We are left in this situation: Great Britain 
and Canada, our largest peacetime customers, still maintain certain 
high barriers against our exports, just as we still have high barriers 
against theirs. Under the act as it now stands we do not have enough 
to offer these countries to serve as a basis for the further con- 
cessions we want from them. The same situation confronts us, although 
toa lesser degree, in the case of the other countries with whom we 
have already made agreements; these include France, the Netherlands, 
Belgium, Turkey, Sweden, Switzerland, and most of the American 
republics. 


I therefore recommend that the 50 per cent limit be brought up to 
date by an amendment that relates it to the rates of 194& instead of 
1974. Then we shall have the powers necessary to deal with all our 
friends on the basis of the existing situation. 


The bill which the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee has in- 
troducee in the House of Representatives, HR 2€52, would accomplish the 
objectives I have in mind, and has my support. 


* * * 
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This is no longer a question on which Republicans and Democrats 
should divide. The logic of events and our clear and pressing national 
interest must override our old party controversies. They must also 
override our sectional and special interests. We must all come to see 
that what is good for the United States is good for each of us, in 
economic affairs just as much as in any others. 


* * X 


When this trade agreements legislation and the other legislation I 
have recommended to this Congress is adcpted, and when the General 
Organization of the United Nations and their various special agencies, 
including one on trade, have been created and are functioning, we shall 
have made a good beginning at creating a workable kit of tools for the 
new world of international cooperation to which we all look forward. 

We shall be equipped to deal with the great overriding question of 
security, and with the) crucial questions of money and exchange, interna- 
tional investment, trade, civil aviation, labor, and agriculture. 


Franklin D. Roosevelt 
The White House, 
March 2€, 1945. 


MESSAGE ON FOOD AND AGRICULTURE ORGANI ZATION 
To the Congress of the United States: 


I am sending herewith for the information and ccnsideration of the 
Congress the first report to the Governments of the United Nations by 
the Interim Commission on Food and Agriculture. Appended to this report 
is the constitution of the food and agriculture organization of the 
United Nations, which the United Nations Conference on food and agricul- 
ture at Hot Springs, Va., requested the Interim Commission to formulate 
and recommend. 


The Interim Commission has done its work well. It has prepared a 
plan for a permanent international organization through which govern- 
ments can pool and extend their knowledge and collaborate with each 
other in raising the standards of nutrition of their peoples and in 


establishing and maintaining an expanding prosrerity for agriculture in 
all ccuntries. 


The organization will seek its ends through the provision of inter- 
national services in agriculture and nutrition whick have heretofore 
been either lacking or inadequate. Among other things, it will provide 
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the means for bringing together from all parts of the world the results 
of research in all the fields of agriculture and nutrition and for dis- 
seminating ideas and advice on how the available information can be of 
greatest usefulness. 


Improved standards of nutrition, increased levels of farm incomes, 
avoidance of agricultural surpluses--these are among the important 
objectives that the food and agriculture organization will assist the 
nations of the world in achieving. The organization will seek to better 
conditions in food and agriculture by fostering international coopera- 
tion in developing the optimum use of the resources of land, labor and 
science. One of its important jobs will be to help in improving the 
marketing of agricultural products throughout the world so that farmers 
can find good markets here and abroad ard continue to produce as fully 
as is consistent with sound conservation practices. 


The constitution of the organization provides that it shall in- 
clude fisheries and forests within the scope of its work, and that in 
agriculture it shall cover both food and nonfood products. The work of 
the food and agriculture organization will be primarily technical and 
advisory. Its staff will be small; its budget will be small, 
$2,500,000 for the first year--with $#€2£,000 as the share to be borne 
by the United States--and about twice that amount in succeeding years. 
It is in no sense a relief organization. 


In becoming a member of the Food and Agriculture Organization, we. 
will retain complete freedom of action in determining our national agri- 
culture policies. Under its constitution, the organization will have no 
powers of direction or control over any nation. It will recommend agri- 
cultural policies and advise nations on their food and agricultural 
problems, but it will have no power to coerce or demand. The constitu- 
tion provides that all member nations shall have equal representation 
in the conference of the organization, each being entitled to one vote. 
Our responsibilities in joining the organization are of the same nature 
as those Congress has heretofore authorized in approving our participa- 
tion in the Fan American Union. 


I therefore recommend that the Congress approve our active partici- 
pation in the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, 
in accordance with its proposed constitution as set forth in appendix I 
of the attached report, and authorize annual appropriations of our share 
of the budget of the organization. 


Franklin D. Roosevelt 


The White Fouse, 
March 2€, 194€ 
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